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> Whofoever attempteth any thipg for the טע‎ 16 ( 
“tain to RELIGION, and to the opening and clearing 
““ Gop) the fame fetteth himfelf upon a flage, 


efpecially if it per- 
of the Worp or 
to be glouted upon by 
>> every evil eye; yea, he cafteth himfelf headlong upon pikes, to be gored by 
* every fharp tongue. For he that meddleth with me 

** meddleth with their cuffom, nay, with their freeb 
** no content in that which the 
“ altering.” 


n’s religion, in any part, 
old; and though they find 
y have, yet they cannot abide to hear of 
Tranflators of the 1. Preface to the READER. 
rps 
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ἐς The grand queftion to be tried is —— 
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> Whether a system filled with obligation and 
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refponfibility, οἵ MEN to women, and of 
WOMEN tO MEN, even unto death itfelf, 
and this eftablifhed by ἹΝΕΙΝΙΤΕῈ wisDoM, 
is not better calculated to prevent the ruin 
of the female fex, with all its-horrid confe- 
quences, both to the public and indivi- 
duals, than a system of human contrivance, 
where neither obligation nor refpon/ibility 
are to be found, either of MEN tO WOMEN, 
or of WOMEN to MEN, in inftances of the 
moft important concern to BoTH, but efpe- 
618117 to the weaker fex ?” 


See Vol, i. Pref. xxi, XXIV. 
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ΓΗ ἮΝ AUTHOR was in great hopes, 
that, when he had finifhed the Second 
Volume'of this work, his labours were at an 
end; nor had he any intention of carrying 
the ¢reatife to any greater length. But, not- 
withftanding the clear and plain manner in 
which he thought he had laid the feveral 
matters therein contained before the Reader, 
and on a weight of evidence, which feemed to 
carry its own conviction with it—he was 
forry to find himfelf not fufficiently under- 
fiood, and that what was charged as error, 
and mere Auman invention, was {till to be re- 
garded in a much more refpectable light. 
The great and interefting gue/tion which 
was laid before the public for examination and 
trial, appeared at the end of the Preface to 
vol. 1. It was repeated in the fame words, 
by way of memorandum, facing the firf page, 
vol. 11. The reafon of this was, that the 
Reader might be the more eafily induced to 
carry in his mind the gweffion which he was 
ὙΌΣ, 8 to 
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to try, while he was attending to the evidence 
on which it was to be determined. 

Inftead of taking the whole of the evidence 
together, as applying to the whole of the 

usftion, partial quotations of the work have 
been made and cenfured, and the guweffion it- 
felf kept entirely out of fight. This, as far 
as the Author has yet feen, has been the me- 
thod of oppofition; therefore he faves him- 
felf the trouble of any farther remarks on his 
opponents, than to recommend to them a 
more ferious and attentive perufal of the 
work, than they feem to have hitherto given 
it, and to connect the importance of the gue/~ 
tion with the authority of the ‘evidence on 
which it is fupported. 

The Author has moft evidently taken the 
affirmative fide of the quefizon, and flatters 
himfelf that he has uniformly purfued it 
throughout the whole work; nor has he the 
leaft notion of changing his opinion, till it 
can be proved, that punifbment is an incentive 
to the commiffion of crimes—and that a moit 
fevere refponfibility for our 00/00 tends ta 
promote a /centioufne/s in our determinations. 

Being confcious that nothing but 6 
LOVE OF TRUTH, anda 111005 delire to make 
it known, as involving the prefervation of his 
fellow-creatures, could have ever led him to 
the publication of a performance which car- 
ries with it fo much oppofition to our whole 
jyltem ve{pecting the commerce of the fexes—and 
thinking the affair of too much importance te 
be left in doubt as to its origznal—he not only 

3 has 
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has been at the pains to fhew its unconformity 
to the Divine fyffem, in the former parts of 
this work, but, as a farther proof of that 
point, now undertakes to manifeft its deriva- 
tion from, and almoft entire and total confor- 
mity with, the church of Rome. | 

He could wifh particularly, that thofe 
pious * minifters of the go/pel, who have done 


* One of thefe has lately publifhed two volumes of let- 
ters, in which 1 find the following excellent advice. 

His corre/pondent, it feems, was under fome perplexity, 
from objections which had been made to the writer’s 
Calvinian principles, and which had induced /omebody to 
draw confequences of no very favourable kind to the 
writer’s plan, fet forth in his printed fermons—the writer 
being willing to fatisfy his corre/pondent, and to fettle his 
mind on the fubject, fends him the letter in queftion, 
and, by way of introduction to what he fays, begins 
thus—viz. 

*> Jn the זה‎ place, 1 beg you to be upon your guard 
*> againft a reafoning {pirit. Search the feriptures; and 
** where you can find a plain rule or warrant for any 
** praétice, go boldly on, and be not difcouraged becaufe 
>> you may not be clearly able to anfwer or reconcile 
“every aifficulty that may either occur to your owz 
** mind, or be put in your way by others. Our hearts 
** are very dark and narrow, and the very root of all 
** apoftacy is a proud difpofition to queftion the meceffity 
>> or propriety of divine appointments. But the child-like 
*> fimplicity of faith is to follow Gop without reafoning ; 
>> taking it for granted, a thing muft be right if He di- 
** rects it, and charging all feeming inconfiftencies to 
the account of our owa ignorance.” 

The part which this worthy and valuable man (for με 
I have long known him to be) has taken with refpect to 
Thelyphthora, conftrains the Author to remind him of his 
cwn falutary advice, as well as to recommend an obferv- 
ance of it to every Reader. It muft be confefled, that it 
is much eafier to give advice than to take it.—See Cardi- 
phonia, vol, ii, p. 68, 

a 2 Thelyphthora 


Vill PREFACE TO 


Thelyphthora the honour of publicly preaching 
again{t it, as well thofe who save red it, as 
thofe who have wzof'(for this, it feems, has 
made no + difference) would give this third 
volume a very diligent perulfal, as it may fave 
them the trouble of inventing arguments 0 


+ Ina pamphlet which I have feen, publifhed by way 
of dialogue between Philalethes and Monogamus — whom 
the writer introduces (as Mr. Bayes introduces the Two 
Kings of Brentford {melling tothe fame nofegay) in the 
moft perfect harmony and agreement throughout—there 
is an anecdote of ** a certain minifter, who being afked if 
>> he had red Thelyphthora, or intended to read it, replied 
> in the negative: and being afked what objection he 
had to giving it a reading, he anfwered—He did not 
chufe to try how much ar/enic his conftitution would 
bear.’—**.PHixt. This anfwer exprefled a moft judi- 
cious fentiment, indeed,”’ &c. | 
Hamlet fays, that ‘* 2 kuavifh fpeech fleeps in a foolifh 
<< car’”’—and it may be thought, that, if this had been 
the cafe with this ‘‘ judicious anfwer,” it would have 
been rather more for the credit of this ‘* certain mi- 
>> wifter,” than to reprefent him as condemning a work, 
not only never having red it, but under a fixed determina~ 
tion never to read it at all. 1% mutt be not a little edifying, 
to hear fo fcrupulous, {o confcientious a divine, preach on 
Exod. xxiil. 1.—or תס‎ Matt. vii. 1, 2.—or on that quef- 
tion of Nicodemus, John vii. 51. 

As for thofe who have red the work, the Public, as well 
as the Author, is obliged to them for openly declaring 
their fentiments upon it, and for giving their rea/ous on 
which thofe fentiments are grounded—no caufe can ever 
be fairly tried, but by an impartial examination of wit- 
nefjes on doth fides. How far it may be thought by others, 
that Thelyphthora, or any part of it, has met with an an- 
fwer, 1 cannot fay; but as for the Author himfelf, he 
remains—gualis ab incepto—and can only adopt the 
words of a learned and reverend corre/pondent, wha writes 
him thus—*‘* All detter-writers and publifbers which 1 
*> have hitherto red, only, in effect, tell me that your 
>> 2004 16 right.” | 
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elude the force of feripture-teflimony, and qua- 
lify them, if they chufe to migrate, for become 
ing Docrors of the SorBONNE—with a— 


DIGNUS, DIGNUS EST INTRARE 
IN NOSTRO DOCTO CORPORE. 
Mo LIERE. 


One thing, however, may be worth ob- 
ferving in this place, which is, that fome 
of the moft violent againft 7 00/20/0070, have 
themfelves 1310 down, in their own comments 
on the Bible, the very principle on which the 
erand argument, which runs throughout the 
book, is founded—wz. that of the ““ 021 
** gation which men are under to marry the 
‘women they /educe."—-ONE 1278 -- on 
Deut. xxii. 29—‘‘ Seduction of an unmar- 
*> ried woman was punifhed with a fine to 
‘‘the father, and with an obligation to 
** marry the woman, without power to di- 
‘© vorce her.” His obfervation on this is, 
that—‘* he who robs a woman of her ho- 
** nour, can never make her reparation but 
** by taking her for his wife.”— 

ANOTHER thus comments on the fame 
paflage—‘* Happy will it be for that coun- 
ἐς try, in which this divine /fatute is carried 
סזתנ'*‎ execution—it will fave many from 
** ruin, both of body and foul.” 

The Author of Thelyphthora very expli- 
citly declares, that this * DIVINE sTA- 
** TUTE includes 0 men without excep- 
tion, as to their being married or not, for 
which he appeals +0 * the words of the 


* See vol. i, Pe 254--0. 24 edit. 
| ) 7 
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fratute itfelf, compared with thofe of ver. 22, 
and ver. 25; and afferts, that it was never 
repealed. (See vol. i. Introd. p. ro.) And, 
furthermore, he would hereby be under- 
{tood to challenge his adverfaries to prove 
the contrary.—One thing is clear, that Gop 
has not repealed it; and it is equally clear, 
that man cannot.—The Auther is entirely of 
opinion with the laft-mentioned commentator, 
that, “if this DIVINE STATUTE was (ΔΓ 5 
*+ ried into * execution, it would fave many 
*> from ruin, both of 2007 and foul ;” and on 
this pofition has he ventured his work into 
the world, 

It muift be confeffed, that the above com- 
ments are {0 caitioufly worded, as to leave a 
niche, as it were,'in which may be placed 
the word unmarried—‘‘If any unmarried man,” 
&c.—This has actually been done by fome-~ 
(fee before vol. 1. 258. 2d edit.) — but as it 
has not been done by the LawcGiver Him- 
sELF —and 1 am for giving Him credit for 
knowing 20/2 how to exprefs His own MEAN- 
1--6אז‎ doubt not, that, if He had had any 
other than what appears from the paffage it- 
Jelf as it {tands, and indeed from the whole 
texture of the "00/2 Jaw, He would not 
have left it, either to the ]5 1811 raddies or 
CHRISTIAN expofitors, to have made it out 
—but have been as particular with regard to 
the defcription of the man, as 118 is with 
refpect to that of the woman. I own my- 


* How the /pirit and intention of it might, in fome 
meafure, be complied with, even in a monogamous coun- 
try—{ee vol. i. p. 290, and ἢ. 2d edit. 

| felf 
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felf to be one of thofe people who de/pair of 
ever feeing an edition of the Divine Law 
auctior 85 emendatior—or any other p/an what- 
foever propofed, equal in wifdom, purity, and 
holinefs, or fo nicely and exactly calculated to 
preferve the chaflity of women from the vi- 
olation to which it is now fubjected, by an 
almoft total zrrefponfibility of the men to- 
wards them.—For this, we little think our- 
felves chiefly, if not wholly, indebted to the © 
Pope and his clergy—but 10 it is, as from the 
authentic teftimonies, recorded in the fol- 
lowing extracts from their proceedings, will 
be made manifeitt. 0 
The daring infolence of morta/s, in laying 
afide the oracles of Gop, and, in defiance of 
the fixed and determinate /aws of Heaven, 
taking upon themfelves to frame fuch plans, 
and to devife fuch /chemes, as feemed to 
them good—wmaking or unmaking marriage, 
as in Gop’s fight, juft as they faw moft 
conducive to their own imfereff or ambition 
—raifing zmpediments which are unwarrant- 
ed by the fcriptures, and inventing 04- 
ftacles which oppofe the mind of Gop as 
revealed in thofe fcriptures — vacating 
obligation which Gop hath made, and con- 
tinuing obligation Which Gop hath vacated 
—putting thofe afunder whom He hath joined 
together—and joining together thofe whom | 
He hath put afunder—forbidding to marry 
where He has a//fowed it, and even command- 
ed it, and allowing to marry where He has 
Jorbidden it—this, by difpenfing with His 


laws 
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Jaws in fome inflances, and rejecting them 
in ofhers—making no fin where Gop hath 
made it, and making it where Gop hath 
not made 2t—afluming powers and offices in 
Gop’s name, which He hath no where war- 
ranted—obfcuring by human rites and ce- 
remonies the fimple and clear nature of d- 
vine inflitutions—putting human lows in the 
place of Gop’s commandments—dealing dif- 
trefs, deftruction, and ruin among their 
fellow-creatures, under colour 01 Gon’s aus 
thority—and, to this end, mifconjiruimg and 
mifinterpreting the very f{criptures which 
were revealed for their prefervation—thus 
Seething the kid in its mother’s milk :— all this, 
and much more, will be opened to demon- 
ftration, in the following extracts from the 
annals of the church of Rome. 

It then will evidently appear, by what 
means, and by what degrees, marriage, and 
every thing belonging to it, has been taken 
out of Gop’s hands into the hands of men, 
and on what authority that שק‎ is built, 
which we are accuftomed to think fo Lighly 
of, and, confequently, from whence is de- 
rived that fource of female mifery; which 
fo loudly calls for redre/s, and of that power 
to defiroy without limitation or reftraint, now 
indulged to mankind. 

———Longa eff injuria, longe | 
Ambages, fed /umma fequar faftigia ee ae 


THELY PH- 


THELYPHTHORA. 


ΠΡ ΟΣ sds 0 aie 
i ie Apoftle Paul, 1 Tim. chap. iy. 


1—3. foretells many of thofe errors 
which afterwards arofe in the Chriftian 
Church, through the /eduction of thofe evil 
fpirits, which would poffefs the minds of 
men, and lead fome to teach, and others to 
follow their pernicious ways.—THE Spi- 
RIT (faith he) /peaketh expre/sly, that, fome 
Jhall depart from the faith, (i. e. the faith 
once delivered to the faints. JuDE 3.) Andhe 
inftances one particular among others to 
be—Forsippinc To Marry, ver. 3.— 
thus difannulling the order of Gop and 
Nature, and expofing mankind to all the 
temptations and mifchiefs of uncha/fity. 

Thefe feducing fpirits transformed them- 
Jelves into angels of light, (See 2 Cor. xi. 14.) 
and taught the Cdriffians to oppofe and re- 
ject the plain and pofitive command of Gon, 
and, under the deceitful guife of higher 
degrees of piety, purity, and bolinefs,. to 

0. 2 prefer 


) 3 
prefer celibacy and virginity, which Gop 
has not commanded, before marriage, which 
He has ordained and commanded, for the 
propagation, continuance, and prefervation of 
the HumMAN SPECIES. | 

The precepts and examples of the Hebrew 
{criptures, in which the md and will of 
the CREATOR were fully revealed, availed 
nothing — thefe were thrown afide from 
bearing their teftimony in the matter.—The 
writings of the New Teftament afforded 
certain paffages, which were wrefted from 
their meanings, and diftorted and preffed 
into the fervice of error and delufion. 

This myftery of iniquity (See 2 Theff. ii. 
7.) began to work very early; and in fome 
of the earlieft apologies of the Chriftian Fa- 
thers, a fingle life is fpoken of in terms, 
which clearly prove the preference which 
was given to it in their efteem. 

All this was greatly increafed — ey uzo- 
upioer ψευδολογων — through the hypocrify of 
men {peaking lycs, [Caftal. in loc.] and laid 
the foundation of what happened, when, 
in after times, Churchmen found it very 
highly to their advantage, to make the 
world believe, that the amntiemt laws of 
Gop, relative to the commerce of the exes, 
were all antiquated and abolifbed — that 
Jesus Curist had introduced an entire 
new fufien—and the Pope, as Curist’s 77- 
car, was to model that /y/fem, as He and the 
Church fhould think proper. | 

In order to elucidate and evince this, it 

9 fhall 
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thall now be my bufinefs to lay before the 
Reader, in a regular feries, the defections 
of men from the Jaws and ordinances of the 
Mosr 111021, with regard to the above 
fubjects—by which it will appear, how 
evidently we ftand indebted to Romu/b 

rieftcraft and fuperftition, for almoft every 
idea which the /y/fem of the Proteflants ex- 
hibits to us re{peCting matrimony, and all 
that concerns it. 

I have only to obferve, that the writer, 
whom I chiefly follow in the enfuing col- 
lections, is Du Pim, who, though a Ro- 
manifi, and a doctor of the Sorbonne, was a 
very honeft writer, too much fo for the 
Church he lived in; and therefore he was 
cenfured, and bitterly perfecuted, at the in- 
{tigation of the Bi/hop of Meaux, for {peaking 
his mind fo liberally. The free cenfures 
which he paffed on the writings of the an- 
cient fathers of the Church—and his affert- 
ing the privileges of the national churches 
againft the pretenfions of the court of Rome 
—were fufficient to awaken the thunder of 
the church artillery—and to bring on him a 
charge of Aere/fy—which ended in a decree 
of the parliament of Paris, for the fuppref- 
fion of his book. | 
> This is a mode of argumentation which 
Churchmen have often had recourfe to, when 
the craft has been endangered, and when 
writings which have threatened the ma/a- 
die du metier, have appeared before the eyes 
of the world. 
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6 יז‎ ROSExay, 
Shewing by what Means, and by what De- 


grees, the Laws of JEHOVAH, concerning 
Marriage, were oppofed and abrogated, and 

_@ New System invented and eftablifred, 
ἐγ CHRISTIAN CHURCHMEN. 
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T is no eafy matter to lay before the 
Reader, a detail of hiftorical facts, rela- 
tive to the tranfactions of the /atter part of 
the fir? Century, and the beginning of the 
fecond, from any of the Ecclefiaftical Hifto- 
ries; I know of none which were written 
at that time; for the works, which bear the 
name of Dzonyfius the Areopagite, were 
forged in the 5th Century, and illuftrated 
with annotations by ‘fohn of Scythopols in 
the 6th. See Mo/heim, vol. i. p. 298, 408. 
note .גו‎ Macl.-edit. ~~ 
The firft teftimony, therefore, withwhich 
I fhall begin, is of the epz/folary kind, and 
this, under the hand of Clemens Bifhop of 
Rome. At the end of Wetftein's New Tef- 
tament, vol. 11. are to be found two efz/- 
tles of ** St. Clement the Roman, diiciple of 
5 St. Peter, taken from the book of the Sy- 
>> κίας MS. of the New Teftament.” Wert- 
ftein, in order to prove they are genuine, 
cites two teftimonies, one of St. ‘ferome, 
the other of Epiphanius: the firft of which, 


c. Fouintan, 
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Fovinian, 110. i. writes thus — “« Hi 
{unt eunuchi, quos caftravit, non necef- 
fitas, fed voluntas propter regnum cx- 
lorum. Ad hos & Clemens fucceflor Apo/- 
toli Petri, cujus Paulus Apoftolus memi- 
nit (Phil. iv. 3.) {cribit epz/folas, om- 
nemque pené fermonem fuum de virgini- 
tatis puritate contexuit, & deinceps mul- 
ti Apoftolici ὃς Martyres, & illuftres tam 
fanctitate quam eloquentia, quos ex pro- 
priis {criptis noffe perfacile eft.” 

>> Thefe are eunuchs, which, not necef- 
fity, but their own will, 45 84 
for the kingdom of heaven. To thefe 
Clement, the fucceffor of the apoftle 


Peter, (of whom the apoftle Pau/ makes 


mention Phil. iv. 3.) writes epiftles, and 
almoft his whole difcourfe relates to the 
purity of wargimty. After that, many 
apoftolica/ menand martyrs, and illuftrious 
as well for fanctity as eloquence, whom 
it is very eafy to know from their own 
writings, did the fame.” 

Epiphanius, (Heres. 30. of 6 ὀλοηο:, 


ned 5.) fays, ** That Clement taught virgi- 


nity, in all the circular epiftles which he 
wrote, and which were red in the 


Churches.” 
The epiiles themfelves appear in Syriac, 


with a Latin tranflation; by which it feems 
evident, that this /aimt was as great an 
advocate for virginity as “ferome was him- 
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Clement fays,—‘* Whofoever profefieth 
B 3 τ before 
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before the Lorp, that he will preferve 
his chaftity, ought to be girt with every 
holy virtue; and if indeed he hath 
crucified his body for the fake of piety, 
he prays againft the Word, which faith— 
INCREASE AND MULTIPLY, and the 
whole mind, and cogitation, and concu- 
pifcence of this world,” &c.—and after- 
wards—For he who defires for himfelf 
thefe great and excellent things, on that 
account is difcharged, and feparates him- 
felf, from the whole world, that he may 
go away, and live a divine and heavenly 
life, like the oly angels,” &c. “ On 
this account he feparates himfelf from 
all the defires of the body, and not only 
prays againft that—‘* Be FRUITFUL 
AND MULTIPLY” — but defires that 
hope, promifed, prepared, and placed in 
heaven with Gop, who promifed with 
his mouth and lyeth not, who is greater 
than fons and daughters, and will give 
to virgins a famous place in the houfe 
of Gop, more excellent than fons and 
daughters, and more excellent than to 
thofe who were yoked together in holi- 
nefs, and who are not polluted by their 
matrimonial intercourfe.’ 

A deal more of fuch impious piety is to 


be found in other parts of thefe epéftles ; 
but thefe quotations may ferve to fhew, 
how very early it became a fafhion, in the 
Chrifttan church, to put imagination in the 
place of {cripture, and to invent fchemes 


of 


[ 81} 
of fanétity, which dire€tly militated againft 


the wi// and word of Gop, as revealed in 
the 4o/y {cripture. 

What Gop had Aomoured with His 277- 
mary bleffing (Gen. 1. 28.) they were to 
deprecate—what he commanded they were 
to avoid—and, in fhort, 16 feems as if 
the way to be thoroughly 20, was to 
counteraét all that Gop had done and _/faid 
upon the fubject of marriage, by every me- 
thod they poflibly could, even to the 
*> avoiding the fpeech and fociety of the 
>> other fex, as the contagun of a plague.” 
How this foundation was built upon in 
later times, the fequel will very fufhciently 
fhew. 

If the reader will turn to If. lvi. 4, 5. 
which is the {cripture alluded to in the 
latter part of the above quotation, he will 
fee how the word of Gop could be per- 
verted and abufed, to aniwer the purpofes 
of thefe delufions. 

As for the τρομάρα of thefe two epz/~ 
tles, the reader may find what is faid on 
that fubject by Wet/tei, vol. 11. N.T. Pro- 
leg. at the end of the volume; who feems 
to entertain little doubt of the matter. 

Eusesius 2431241205, Bifhop of Ce- 
forea in Paleftine, a writer of the fourth 
century, whom Mofbeim {peaks of, as * ἃ 
‘man juftly famous for his profound 
* knowledge of ecclefiaftical hiftory,” 
(Mofh, vol. i. p. 186.) has left us an δὴ: 
tory of the church ; and in that part of it 

B 4 © which 
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which relates to the above period, he 
tells us (B. 3. 0. 29.) that—** at this 


6 
66 
ἐς 
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time the ere/y called the herefy of the 
Nicholaites, continued a very fhort time; 
of which alfo the Revelation of “fobn 
makes mention, ‘Thefe boafted of Ni- 
cholas (one of the deacons, who, toge- 
ther with Stephen, were ordained by the 
apoftles to minifter to the poor) as the 
author of their fect.” Eu/ebius then cites 


Clemens Alexandrinus, who flourithed about 
the year 192, as a voucher for the follow- 
ing f{tory, which he profeffes to tranfcribe 
from. Clemens, word for word.—He (i. e. 
“* Nicholas the deacon) they fay, having a 


κε 
«ς 


6 6 


beautiful wife, being, after our Sa- 
viour’s afcenfion, blamed for his jea- 
loufy by the apofiles, brought his wife 
forth, and permitted her to marry 
whom fhe had a mind to, faying—der 
παραχρᾶσθαι Ty capui—that we ought to 
abufe the 6/2. ‘Thofe therefore who 
follow his 260, fimply and_ rathly 
affenting to this faying, and imitating 
this deed, do moft impudently give 
themfelves over to fornication. But lam 
given to underftand that Nicholas made 
ufe of no other woman, befides her he 
married; and that thofe of his children 
which were daughters, remained virgins 
when they were old; and his μη con- 
tinued undefiled by women. Which 
things being thus, his bringing his 
wife (cver whom he is faid to be jealous ) 

66 to 


σι 
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74 
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to the apoftles, was ἃ fign of his reject- 
ing and bridling his paffion ; and by 
thofe words of his, that we ought to 
abufe the flefh, he taught continence, and 
an abftaining from thofe _ pleafures, 
which are with fo much earneftnefs 
defired by men. For, I fuppofe, he 
would not, according to our SAviour’s 
commandment, /erve two mafters—Plea- 
fure and the Lorp. | | 

>> Moreover they fay, that Matthias 
taught the fame doctrine, that we fhould 
war againft the flefh, and aéu/e zt, al- 
lowing it nothing of pleafure; but that 
we fhould enrich the foul with) faith 
and knowledge. 

> But Clemens, whofe words we have 
even now cited, after that paffage of his 
before quoted (faith Eu/ebius) does 
reckon up thofe apofiles that are found 
to have been married, upon account of 
{uch as defpife marriage, faying, what 
will they reprehend even the apofiles 
alfo ?” 

Now though there are hiftorical facts 


recorded by this Clemens, as well as by 
= Eufebius himfelf, which deferve about as 
much credit as Mother Goofe’s Tales *, yet 


1t 


* Among others, that foolith ftory of a devil, that 


had taken up his refidence at Rome, to whom Simon 
Magus went when Peter had preached him out of 
Judea, and by the affiftance of this devil, Simon pre- 


Vailed 
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Cent. it is 6417 to perceive, that marriage itfelf 
1.0611. fel] into great difrepute among the very 
early Chriftians:—and Dr. Cave, as has been 
already noticed, (fee 7/20/26. vol. ii. p. 120. 
1{t edit. p. 112. 2d edit.) has collected evi- 
dence enough of this fact, to leave it with- 
out a doubt. 

This Clemens of Alexandria, whatever 
he might write on behalf of marriage it- 
felf, did not approve of /econd marriages. 
Du Pin, who reckons Ckmens among the 
writers of the third century, fays, that 
though he does not entirely condemn fecond 
marriages, yet he blames them; that he 
held the demons to have finned through - 
continence; that it is not /awful to marry, 
but with a defign of begetting children. 

The learned Bifhop Newron, in his 
ingenious and edifying ** Differtations on 
““ the Prophecies,” (vol. ii. p. 441.( ob- 
ferves from Theodoret, who was a writer 
of the fifth century (fee Mofhem, vol.1. 246. 
Edit. Macl.) that ‘* Saturninus or Satur- 
>> ntlus, who flourifhed (early) in the 6- 
“* cond century, was the firft Chriffzan 
*¢ who declared matrimony to be the dac- 


vailed on the inhabitants of Rome to fet up an image 
to him, and worfhip him as Gop. But on Peter’s 
following Simon to Rome, and preaching there, Simon 
and his familiar were filenced, his power extinct, and 
the man himfelf deftroyed. 

Another foolifh ftory Eu/ebius cites out of Clemens 
Alexandrinus, of Peter’s wife fuffering martyrdom, 
and of the converfation between Peter and her on the 
eccafion, 

** trine 


4 תת | 

trine of the Devil. But according to Cenr. 
6 Treneus and Eujfebius, Tatian, who had 1354}. 
>> been a difciple of “fuffin Martyr, was 
>> the firft author of this Aerefy; at leatt 
*> he concurred in opinion with Satur- 
“ minus and Marcion, and their followers 
6 were called Encratites — Continents — 
66 from their continence with regard to mar- 
>> riage and meats. | 

>> 6ב"‎ Guoftics likewife, as Irenaeus 
ἐς and Clemens Alexandrinus inform us, af- 
ἐς ferted, that to marry and beget children 
«ς proceeded from the devi/; and, under 
pretence of continence, were impious 
>> both again{t the Creature and the CRE- 
ATOR, teaching that men ought not 
> to bring into the world others, who 


«« would be unhappy, nor fupply food for 
«© Death.” 


- 
- 


אהת ט יד א פד 


Abfolutely condemns fecond marriages, 
as being adultery—as did the whole fect 
of the Montanifts. ‘This father apologizes 
107 the contempt of marriage among the 

early Chrifians, from their apprehenfion 
that the end of the world was near, and 
that this circumitance vacated the neceflity 
of begetting children. See before, T, helyph. 
vol. 1. .כ‎ 170. 2d edit. n. 


ATHENAGORAS 
Commends wvirginity—condemns fecond 
marriages, calling them Aoneft adultery. 
CEN- 
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CEN TU RY_ זז‎ 


Minutivus Fexrix _ 


Says—The Chrifiians commonly marry 
but once, and that they have no other defign 
in their marriage, but the having of chil- 
dren, 


ORIGEN. 


The violence which this father did on 
himfelf is well known ;—he was much 
blamed for it in general—but, 125%85- 
TRIus, bifhop of Alexandria, commended 
his zeal, and the fervency of his faith, and 
bid him not be difcouraged on that ac- 
count. In his time they did not admit 
perfons that were ¢wice married into holy 
orders. 

He fays, we ought not to make ufe of 
marriage, but * only for the fake of having 
children. He at laft fell into many errors 
and ftrange opinions—and there were dif- 
putes in the church whether he was faved 
or damned:—much it fignifies to him, 
which way the difputants determined the 
queftion. 


CYPRIAN, 


Who, when he was a Catechumen, 16- 
folved on continency, fays much of the 


* Compare 1 Cor. viie 45 5- | 
great © 


] 3 ἢ | 

great advantages of wirgimity; that it was Cenr. 
the neareft 5206 to that of martyrdom; that _ Il. 
virginity isnot of abfolute neceflity, but a 
great deal more excellent than marriage— 
and defires the wrgins to remember him 
when they receive the recompence of their 
virginity—* Words,” fays Du Pin, ** which 
** make it appear, that, in Sf. Cyprian’s 
** time, they believed that the faints in- 
ἐς terceded for us before Gop.” | 

The book of the celibacy of the clergy is 
extremely ufeful (fays Du Pin.) In it he 
proves, that churchmen ought not to live 
with women. 


METHODIUS, 


Bifhop of Olympus, and afterwards of 
Tyre, who, in a book intituled 6 
of Virgins, has given as much pzous non- 
fenfe on the fubject of virginity, and its 
preference to marriage, as almoft all the 
preceding fathers put together. 

In Du Pin’s fummary. of the difcipline 
of the 3d century, he fays, that it was law- 
ful for 272622 to keep the wives they mar- 
> ried before they were ordained, but mar- 
riage was never permitted after ordination ; 
but both the one and the other was al- 
lowed to deacons. Monks were not as yet 
inftituted ; but there were abundance of 
perfons of both fexes among the Chri/tians, 
that lived in a ftate of celibacy, and chear- 
fully fubmitted to the aufterities of an 

afcetic life’ There were likewife fome 
re eho oy. | women, 
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women, in the third age of the chutch, 
that folemnly obliged themfelves to keep 
their virginity all their life-time. 


Ce ΟΡ ΤΥ αν, 


For an account of the Emperor Con- 
STANTINE’S encouragement of celibacy, 
fee before, Thelyph. vol. 11. 281. π. 10 edit. 
252. n. 2d edit. 


EvusEsius of Cefarea, 
Praifes the ftate of virginity as more 
perfect, and the celibacy of priefts, with- 
out d/aming marriage. 


ATHANASIUS, 

In a letter to Ammon the monk, refutes 
the error of fome, who condemned the 
ufe of marriage, and fhews, from {crip- 
ture, that it is permitted, and that it is im- 
piety to condemn it, though virginity is a 
more perfect ftate, and. deferves greater re- 
wards. 


HILARY, 


In his commentary on Pfalm cxix. ob- 
ferves, that celibacy is more perfec? than a 
{tate of marriage. 

He approves of vows, and invocation of 


faints, and praifes celibacy. 


Dipymus of Alexandria, 


Of whom St. ferome was a difciple— 
teaches, 


] 315 ] 


teaches, that the ufe of marriage, though C 


it is permitted, is called jm in comparifon 
of virginity, which is a much more excel- 
lent ftate. 


Cyrit of Ferufalem, 


Takes notice that vzrginity is the more 
perfect ftate, but that married perfons may 
hope for falvation, provided they ufe mar- 
riage aright. That their intention fhould 
not be to fatisfy a-brutal paflion, but to 
have children. That we ought not to con- 
demn even thofe who proceed to /écond 
marriages ; and that this 4060/66 fhould be 
pardoned in thofe who {ftand in need of 
this remedy to avoid fornication. 


St. Epuraim of Syria, 


Anfwered one of his monks, who aiked 
him, who they were that might ufe that 
liberty which St. Paul gives to marry, ra- 
ther than to burn? that it concerns only 
thofe who are not bound, and who live in 
the world, but not thofe who have re- 
nounced the world, and embraced a reli- 
gious life. 

He has a treatife, to fhew the excellen- 
cies of a monattic life above the fecular. 


St. 24511 of Cefarea, 


Was the firft founder of a monattic life 
an Pontus and Cappadocia. He taught, that 
there are many things forbidden in the Gof- 
pel which the Law permitted; that the paf- 

fage 
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fage of Genefis, ** Increafe and multiply,” 
does not refpect the * New Teffament. He 
obferves, that /econd matriages are a re= 
medy again{t fornication, and not an inlet 
to immoderate luft; but he condemns 
third marriages as a kind of fornication, 
and fays that the cuftom of the church 


‘was to excommunicate thofe who married a 


third time, for five years—that, in other 


places, they were only put under penance 


for two or three years. He enjoins the 
fame thing to digamiis, for one or two 
years: though he would have neither the 
one nor the other reduced to the loweft 
penance—that they fhould be in the firft 
years in the rank of Aearers—-the laft. years 
they fhould partake of the prayers— 
though they were {till excluded from the 
participation of the eucharift ’till their 
penance was finifhed, and they had given 
figns of their converfion, _ 

Can. 12. Hedeclares, that the canons 
wholly exclude all digamifts from ecclefi- 


-aftical functions. 


5 * The reader may have obferved before, p. 6. 
how early the Chri/fian fathers began to break ground 
for a fiege againft the Old Teftament, with refpect 
to marriage. Here the trenches are fairly opened ;— 
as we proceed, we fhall find the defegers very active 
—and that when the Pope and his clergy could bring 
the heavy artillery of their canons and decrees to bear, 
they played upon it till they left little elfe ftanding, 


00106 its impregnable teflimony againft their wicked 


contempt of the divine law. 


Can, 


1 לו ] 


Can. 18. St. 20/7 obferves, that the ₪0 


-antients did not treat the virgins confe- 
crated to Gop, who abandoned their pro- 
feflion, more rigoroufly than dzgamifts ; 
they impofed only a penance of one year: 
but he adds, that the church, and the num- 
ber of virgins, increafing every day, they 
fhould be treated as adulterers. 

Can. 19. He obferves, that men make 
no vow nor profeflion of virginity, as vzr- 
gins do; that thofe who enter into a mo- 
naftical ftate feem tacitly to embrace ce/- 
bacy ; but, to oblige them to it, it was ne- 
ceflary they fhould be afked, and that they 
fhould make profeffion, and then if they 
fhould pafs to a voluptuous life, they 
fhould be punithed as formicators. 

Can. 24. Is again{t widows, who, being 
deaconeffes, married afterwards. He would 
have them more 1606617 punifhed than 
Ligamifis, if they be above 60 years old. 
He excufes them if they be younger, be- 
caufe it was the bifhop’s fault to receive 
them too young. 

By Can. 25. It is provided, that he 
who fhall marry a woman after he hath 
abufed her, fhall be put under penance, but 
he fhall have /eave to keep her for his 
wife. N.B. The law of Gop pofitively 
fays, fhe fhall be bis wife. See Exod. 
xxi. 16, Deut. xxii. 28, 20. 

| In Can, 26. He declares that fornication 
as never marriage, and that it cannot law- 


fully be the beginning of marriage » and. 


νον». 11h. C therefore 
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therefore it would be better to part thofe 
who have committed this fin, than to 
marry them together ; but yet, if they have 
a mind to marry, they fhould not be hin- 
dered, left fome greater mifchief fhould 
follow. | 

Qu? If by fornication this father means, 
the coming together without the rites of 
the church—how doth this canon agree 
with the {criptures above referred to? 

Can. 40. ᾿Α flave, who marries without 
confent of his mafter, has committed for- 
nication, his marriage being void. 

Can. 50. ‘The laws do not forbid nor 
punifh third marriages, and yet the church 
looks upon them as /hameful actions. 

The treatife of true virginity, contains 
many precepts for preferving virginity. In 
it he extols very much the 10316 of virgins, 
€&c. There are in this treatife fome paflages 
which may offend nice ears; but it is to be 
confidered (fays Du Pin) it is addreffed to 
a bifhop, and not to the virgins them{elves. 
But qu.? If the virgins did not read or hear 
it, how were they to be the better for it? 

This father fays much of a Jaw οὗ 58 
Curist—and of 206 morality of Jusus 
Curist—and feems to be one of thofe, 
who laid a foundation for feparating the 
Old Teftament from the New, by making 
CuHRIsT a new /awgiver, and a teacher ot 
a new fyftem of morality, independently of 
the law of Mo/es. | ἢ 

ἦς 


[to J 


Sr. Grecory NAZIANZEN 


Says, that marriage is commendable, 
where the parties are contracted with a de- 
fign of having children ; but he prefers 
virginity to marriage. 


In his poem in praife 04 virginity, he 
handles, with much wit and eloquence; 


the queftion about the pre-eminence of ce- 
libacy above marriage—he then brings in 
married perfons, and thofe who obferve ce- 
libacy, {peaking for both their opinions ; 
each of them fays all. that can be faid in 
favour of their ftate, but the /atter have 
the detter. 


St. Grecory Nyssen 

Wrote a treatife on virginity, wherein 
he defcribes the advantages of virginity, 
and the inconveniences of marriage. 

This father {peaks out about a new law 
and an o/d πες, and feems to leave the /atfer 
out of the queftion. ‘* Sacrilege,” fays he, 
+ was punifhed under the 0/0 law, by 
> {toning to death—yet this punifhment 
was mitigated under the zew Jaw, and 
now facrilegious perfons are treated lefs 
> harfhly than adulterers.” | 

There 18 2 paffage in this fatber’s writ- 
ings, which fhews how: little regard: they 


ee 


66 


φι 


paid to the moral law: of the Old ‘Tefta-. 


ment.—-‘* Though the fcripture’? (faith 
he) * reproves all fins f2verely, yet the 
C 2 ‘5 fatpers:- 
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““ fathers” (1. e. of the Chri/fian church) 


>> have made xo Jaws but again{t murder.”’ 
He impofes twenty-feven years penance 
for wilful murder, and for involun- 
tary murders the fame {pace of time as for 
Jornication, yet he allows ** 58 penance to 
‘* be diminifhed according to the fervor of 
““ the penitent.” 

So that Gop’s law, Gen. ix. 6. was 
quite laid afide. A {trong inftance this, 
of the fmall attention they paid to the 
O/d Teftament in forming their fyftems. 


TIMOTHY עס‎ ALEXANDRIA 


Would have perfons that are married, 
abftain from the ufe of marriage Saturday 
and Sunday, that they may be capable of 


receiving the holy communion. 


61810105, Pope of Rome, anno 385, 

Can. 7th. He declares, that every clergy- 
‘man who fhall marry a fecond wife, or a 
widow, fhall be turned out of holy orders, 
‘and reduced to lay communion. And he 
declares, that if for the future any di/hop, 
prieft, or deacon, 11311 not continue 1/2/20 -- 
ried, he is to hope for no more pardon ; 
becaufe it was neceflary to cut off, with 
the knife, thofe fons which could not be 


‘cured by other remedies. 


The 8th Can. is againft thofe who get 


‘themfelves ordained after they have had 


several wives. ὦ 
Can, 9. 


[ 21] 

Can. 9. Says, that a man may be an 
acolyth or fubdeacon, provided that he mar- 
ries but once, and then does not marry a 
qwidew. That, after, he fhould be ordained 
deacon, if he obliges himfelf to live un- 
married. 


St. 41820585, Bifhop of Miran, 


Wrote three books in praife of virginity. 
In which he treats at large on the excel- 
lency of virginity. He fhews that this 
virtue came from heaven, that Gop is the 
author of it, that the Heathens neither 
knew it, nor practifed it as they ought ; 
that the Yews themfelves did not efteem 
. 1 and that it was not common among 
men ‘till Jesus Curisr came into the 
world. Afterwards he gives a catalogue of 
the advantages which virginity has above 
the marriage-ftate. “41 do not condemn 
** marriage,” (fays he) ‘* but I will prove 
** that wrginity is more excellent ; 6 
then fays all he can to frighten women 
from marrying.—He reproves mothers 
who hindered their daughters from com- 
ing to hear him, left they fhould embrace 
virginity, and commends thofe virgins who 
devoted themfelves to Gop without their 
parents leave. 

He wrote alfo a treatife of widows, 
wherein he exalts the ftate of widows, who 
do not marry again, as approaching near to 
the perfection of virgins. He does not abfo- 

6? 3 lutely 
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lutely condemn either ιν or fecond mar- 


114006, but he prefers the ftate of virgins 


and widows before that of married women. 
He complains that there were few at 


Milan, who profited by his inftructions ; 


whilft a great many virgins, not only from 
Bologna and Placentia, but from Mauri- 
tania, came to receive the veil at Mi/an, 


St. EPIPHANIUS 


Praifes virginity, but does not condemn 
marriage, nor yet /econd marriages ; but de- 
clares plainly, that the church does not ad- 
mit any to holy orders, but fuch as obferve 
celibacy, and that the excludes digamifts. 
He confeffes, that there are (till fome 

laces where the deacons and fub-deacons do 
not obferve cehéacy, but adds,—-** This is 
“4 done upon fufferance, becaufe of the 
ἐς weaknefs of men, or the multitude of 
>> people.” Laftly, he fays, * 16 is a great 
‘ fin to violate the vow of virginity,” 


τι 


Having briefly extracted fome opinions of 
the Fathers, 1 will now lay before the 
reader, the wz/dom of fome of the Councils. 


Council of ELIBERIS, auuo 305. 


Can. 7th. Thofe that relapfe into adu/- 
tery, after they have undergone peuance, 
{hall not be received even at death. 

Can. 8th, Subjects a woman to the 

| fame 
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fame penalty, who has forfaken her huf- 
band, without caufe, to marry another. 

Can. 14. Treats virgins with much 
moderation, who have loft their vzrginity : 
if they marry thofe who have abufed them, 
they are reftored to communion at the end 
of one year, without being obliged to do 
penance ; but impofes ve years penance if 
they had to do with other men. | 
- Can. tg. Ordains, that communion 
fhall be refufed, even at the point of death, 
to bifhops, priefts, and deacons, who have 
committed adultery. 

Can. 61. Impofes penance of five years 
upon him that marries his wife's /jj/rer, 
unlefs the extremity of ficknefs oblige 
us to give him the peace of the church 
fooner. 

Can. 65. If a clergyman knows that 
his wife commits adu/tery, and fends her 
not away, he is unworthy of the commu- 
nion of the church, even at the point of 
death. NV. B. This canon is an authentic 
evidence of the marriage of the clergy in 
the church of Spain at this time. 

Can. 69. Impofes but five years pe- 
nance on thofe who have fallen but once 
into the fin of adultery. 

Can. 7o. Ifa woman commit adultery 
with the confent of her hufband, he is un- 
worthy of the communion at the pceint of 
death ; but if he divorces her, he may be 
received after ten years penance. 

C4 Can. 78. 


Cent. 
IV. 


Centr. 


[ 24 ] 

Can. 78. Impofes on him who com- 
mits adultery with a Pagan or Fewifh 
woman, a penance of three years, if he 
confefles his crime, but of five years if de- 
tected by the teftimony of others. 


Council of ARLES, anno 314. 


| Can. 10. Thofe who find their wives 
in the act of adultery, muft be counfelled 
not to marry others, though the law per- 
mits them to do it.—Bravol! 


Council of Ancyra and \50-) ΞΑΚΈΑ, 
anno 314. 


There are twenty-five canons of the 
Council of ANncyra.—The roth concerns 
the celibacy of deacons. If they declared, 
at the time of their ordination, that they 
would marry, they fhall not be deprived 
of their function if they did marry; but 
if ordained without making this declara- 
tion, and afterwards married, they fhould 
be obliged to quit their employment. 

Can. 16 at 17. Impotfes long penan- 
ces on thofe who have committed crimes 
contrary tanature. See Lev. xx. 13. 

Can. 20. Impoles /even years penance 
for adultery, See Lev. xx. 0. 

Can. 21. The fynod obferves, that the 
antient 020004 delayed the abfolution of 
thofe women, who, having committed the 
fin of adultery, murdered their infants, ‘till 

| death ; 
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death ; but, to mitigate this punifhment, 
it impofes upon them only fem years pe- 
nance. Note, For adultery and child- murder! 

N.B. The canons of this council are 
figned by eighteen bifhops. Bravi Turmi. 


NEo-C4SAREA. 


Can. 1. If a grief marries after he has 
been ordained, fic ought to be degraded.— 


If he commit fornication or adultery, he. 


ought to be punifhed more rigoroufly, and 
put under penance. | ‘ 

Can. 3. The time of penance of thofe 
who marry offen, is regulated by the canons, 
but it may be fhortcned proportionably te 
the converfion of the penitent, and the fer- 
vour of his penance. 

Can. 7. Forbids priefs to be prefent af, 
the marriage of dzgamifts. ; 

Can. 8. He cannot be admitted into 
holy orders, whofe wife has been con- 
yicted of adultery. 

Can. 9. If a przef who has committed 
the fin of the fie/h before ordination, cone 
fefs his crime, he ought no more to offer, 
but he fhall enjoy all his other rights: for 
as to other fins, ‘tis thought, that they are 
pardoned by the impofition of hands. But 
if he does not confefs his crime, and can- 
not be convicted of it, δὲ fhall be left to 
his own con{cience. | 

Can. 10. A deacon committing the 
fame crime before his ordination, fhall be 
placed in the rank of the other minitlers. 
| Council 
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IV. Council of Nice, auno 325. 


This was called an Oecumentcal—i. e.— 
a council of the whole world, becaufe it 
was called together by the emperor Con- 

Jtantine from all parts of the Roman em- 
pire, and was compofed of the ea/fern and 
weftern bifhops. 

Can. 3. Forbids 07/0005, priefis, and dea- 
cons, and other clergymen, to keep women 
in the houfe with them; yet it excepts 
mothers, fitters, and other perfons of whom 
there could be no bad fufpicion. N.B. No- 
thing is faid of wives. 

In this council a canon was propofed for 
obliging difbops, priefis, and deacons, who 
were married before ordination, to obferve 
celibacy ; but Paphnutius, a venerable con- 
feflor and prelate, withftood this, and. 
brought the council to confent, that every 
one fhould be left to their liberty, and 
need not abftain from their wives unlefs 
they were willing fo to do. See ‘fortin 
Rem. vol, 11. p. 249. 


Council of Laopicga, between 360, 370. 


Can. 44. Women ought not to come 
near the a/tar. | 

Can. 52. That marriages fhould not be 
celebrated in Lenz. | 


Council of VALENCE, anno 374. 


Can. 1. Thofe are not to be ordained 
who have been twice married, or thofe who 
have 
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have efpoufed a widow, whether they did et 
it before or fince their bapti/m: but they 
do not intermeddle with the ordinations of 
bigamifts made before their decifion, left 
they fhould difturb the church. 

Can. 2. Penance fhall not be allowed 
immediately to thofe virgins who married 
after they had made a vow of wrginity, 
and they fhall not be received until they 
have made full fatisfaction. 


Council of SaRaGosa, anno 381. 


Can. 8. Forbids-vrgins, that are de- 
voted to Jesus CurisT, to be vel’d, ex- 
cept they be forty years of age. 


Councils of Rome and of Miran againft 
JovINIAN, anno 390. 


Though we ought not to defpife mar- 
riage, yet virgins are more to be honoured. 
Their fecond letter contains proofs of thefe 
truths; and it is fhewn, that the Bleffed 
Virgin loft not her virginity by bringing 
forth Jesus CurisT into the world. 


Firft Council of CARTHAGE, anno 348. 


Can. 2. Forbids thofe perfons who 
profefs virginity, to cohabit or to have 13- 
miliarity with any perfons of the other fex, 
under pain of excommuntcation for the laity, 
and of depofition for the clergy. 

Can. 4. Contains the fame prohibi- 
tion to widows. 

Councils 


Cent. 
1 . 
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Councils of CARTHAGE, anno 397. 


Can. 4. Forbids the confecration of 
virgins before the age of twenty-five years. 

Can. 17. Forbids clergymen to cohabit 
with {trange women, and permits them 
only to live with their mothers, grand- 
mothers, aunts, fifters, nieces, and thofe. 
of their domeffics who dwelt in the houfe 
with them before their ordination. 

Can. 19. Readers are 10 be obliged, 
when they come to age, to marry, or to 
make the vow of chafitty}. 

Can. 33. When wergis 1016 their rela- 
tions who took care of them, the 4z/hop, or, 
in his abfence, the prief, ought to place 
them in a nunnery, or commit them to the 
care of women of known probity. 

Can. 36. Prieffs fhall not confecrate 


virgins without the 21/2025 permiffron— 


they are abfolutely forbidden to make the 
holy ebry/n. 


Council of CARTHAGE, anno 398, called 


the fourth. 


There are 104. canons relative to the or- 
dination of dz/hops, Sc. ; and it 1s ordained, 
that every 2//202 fhall be interrogated about 
the errors common in Africa, and among 
others—‘* Whether he does not condemn 
** marriage, and fecond marriages? Whe- 
ἐς ther he believes it is the fame Gop who 


+ This is fomething like “a wife, or a muittimys.” 
"4S 
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*> ig the author of the Οὐ] and New Tejta- τὰν . 


‘© ment, the Law and the Go/pel 2” 

Can. 10. Virgins who would be con- 
fecrated by the d7/hop, fhould prefent them- 
{elves in habits agreeable to their pro- 
feffion and vocation, like to thofe which 
they are to ufe for the future. 

Can. 11. Thofe who are contracted, 
and would receive the denedtétion of mar-~- 
riage, ought to be accompanied by their 
kindred, and to abftain from the ufe of 
marriage the night after the denedtélion. 

Can. 104. Excommunicates widows who 
marry again,after they have made profeflion 
of celibacy. 


D°, anno 401, called της 7. 
Can. 70. Ordains dif/hops, priefis, ang 
deacons, to have no more to do with their 
wives, under pain of degradation; for the 


leffer orders, it does not oblige them to ce/- 
bacy. 


Councilof 7702500, anno 400. 


Can. 1. They permit the order of 
deacon to be given to married perfons, pro- 
vided they be chaffe, and obferve continence; 
but they impofe no other penalty upon a 
prieft or deacon, that has not lived in contz- 
nence, and who had children before the law 
which the bifhops of Lufitania made upon 
this fubject: they impofe upon them no 
other penalty but that they fhall not be 
capable of rifing to a higher dignity. 

Can, 3: 
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Can. 3. If δ᾽ 700007 marry a widow, he 
cannot be advanced to higher orders, at 
moft he fhall be only /ub-deacon. 

Can. 4. A /ud-deacon, who marrieés again, 
fhall be put into the rank of porzers or 
readers, without being capable or reading 
the epzftles or gofpels. He who marries a 
third time, fhall be feparated from the 
church for the {pace of two years, and af- 
ter he is reconciled, he fhall never rife 
higher than the rank of Jay-men. 

Can. τό. Impofes ten years penance for 
adultery. | 

Can. 17. He who has a concubine and 
qwife both together, ought to be excommu- 
nicated, but he ought not to be excommu- 
nicated who has only a concubine; 10 that it 


18 neceflary for every one, that is a member 
of the church, to fatisfy himfelf either 


with one wife or one concubine. ‘This ca- 
non (fays Du Pim) may give fome trouble 
to thofe, who know not that the word con- 
cubine, which is at prefent odious t, was for- 
merly taken fora woman, to whom the 
marriage promife was given, though fhe was 
not married with all the folemnities which 
the laws required in marriage, as 5. 08 


+ This Canon, as Dr. Fortin, Rem. vol. ii. 294, 
obferves, proves the allowance of concubinage in the 
Chriftian church, fo late as anno 400; therefore this 
will hardly be pretended to be altered by the New 
Teftament. | 

+ It never became fo, ’till the Pope and his clergy 
infulted the Gop of the Old Teitament, by fetting 
His difpenfations at nought, >a 
| 10 has 


- 
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has explained it, chap. 5. of the book about Ca 
the advantages of marriage. : 

Can. 18. We ought not to communi- 
cate with the widow of a difhop, a priefi, or 
a deacon, if fhe marries again; fhe ought 
not to be reconciled until the point of 
death. 

Can. 19. Inflitts the fame penalty on 
the daughters of di/bops, 606. who marry af- 
ter they have been confecrated to Gop. | | 

B. This council was compofed of‏ .את 
nineteen Spanith bifhops.‏ 

In the abridgement of the doctrine of 
the fourth age of the church, it is faid— 
>> They approved of marriage, and would 
+ have the perfons to be married, con- 
>> tracted in the face of the church, and in 
>> the prefence of a 27/00, who gave a 
> blefing. They honoured virginity, and 
> *> commended thofe who profeffed it, and 
>> looked upon thofe as /acrilegious perfons 
>> who violated that profeflion. ‘They had | 
much reverence and veneration for the 
“¢ bleffed virgin and the faints, they prayed to 
them, and alfo honoured their religues. 
> They prayed for the dead. We have of- 
*> ten (fays Du Pim) taken notice of their 
opinion concerning the authority of oly 
>> fcripture and tradition. They taught 
that there was but one Catholic church, 
out of which there was no /a/vation, and 
to whofe authority all men ought to /ub- 
mit, becaufe it can neither ceafe to be, 
nor err in matters of faith, 


> Whereof 


κυ, 
LV. 
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"> ‘Whereof one may fay in general (adds 
Du Pin) that the doétrine of the fourth 
age was the belief of the church of that 
age, and fo, the church not being capa- 
ble of changing her belief, it necefiarily 
follows, that the do¢trine 01 that time 
is not at all different from that which 
the church teaches ftill at this day.” 

In the abridgement of the di/ciphne of 


the fourth age, we are told—‘‘ Prayer for 
6 6 
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the dead was a common practice in the 
church, they were commemorated at the 
celebration of the eucharifi; the invoca- 
tion of faints and martyrs, and the cele- 
bration of their fefzvals, were common 
in all the churches; the ule of ₪ 
was frequent; the fign of the crof/s was 
made very often; there were images in 
many churches. 

* A blefing was given for marriage; but 
the church never gaveit for-++ fecond mar- 
riages, and they even put digami/ts under 
penance for fome time. Marriages con- 
traGed between perfons who could not 
lawfully marry, according to the ci 
Jaws, were looked upon as nul/§. Di- 
vorce for adultery was permitted in fome 
churches. The monajffic ftate was efta- 
blifhed in ¢hzs age, and became very 
common in a little time.” 


+ Still they were geod and valid marriages. 
ὃ Qu? Were thele marrtages null in Gon’s fight. 


CENs 
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CORN ΤῸ על תי‎ ΟὟ; 


ST. אס[‎ CHRYSOSTOM, 


In his rgth and 2oth fermons, which aré 


CENT. 


Cor. 7. takes occafion to fpeak Ν'-‏ 1 תס 


again{t dancing, and other profane pomps at 
weddings—‘* To what purpofe (faith he) 
>> do ye bring in a przef to crave a bleffing, 
*> and the next day yourfelves commit bafe 
*> actions?” 


From this, and other paflages in the fa- 


thers, it does manifeftly appear, that the — 


marriage-contract, though fometimes made, 
according to fome canons, in the face of the 
church, was of a civi/ nature, and that the 
only thing the przeff did, was to pronounce 
a blefing; unlefs indeed he partook of the 
diverfions of the wedding-feaft, which alfo 
feems to have been the cuftom, and that 
pretty heartily too; for the council of Lao- 
dicea, Canon 14, fays, ‘‘that clergymen 
ought not to be prefent at /hews or balls, 
that are made during marriage-feafts, but 
arife and be gone before the maf begins.” — 
So that we may conclude, there were many 
abufes of this kind, which gave rife to this 
canon. | | 
In Chryfoftom’s 24th fermon תס‎ 2 Cor. 4. 
he gives great praifes to wirginity, and to 
a monaftic life; which he thus 061671066 :-- 
** Do you take notice of thofe monks who 
Yor. IIT, one >> live 
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** live privately, and dwell upon the tops 
*> of mountains? What aufterities and mor- 
‘* tifications do they not practife? They are 
*> covered with afhes, cloathed with fack- 
>> cloth, loaden with chains and irons, fhut 
*> up in 110616 cells; ftruggling continu- 
*> ally with hunger, they {pend their time 
** in watchings, TO BLOT OUT PART OF 
> THEIR SINS.” He obferves alfo, that, 
though virginity is a fupernatural gift, yet 
it is unprofitable, if it be not accompa- 
nied with charity and meekne/s. 

116 proves that /econd marriages are not 
forbidden, though it is detter to forbear. 

In his book of Virginity, he fays, ** mar- 
** riage is good, that’s my opinion, but vir- 
** ginity 1s detfer. This I own, and if you 
** will have my fenfe, it is as much above 
** matrimony as Aeaven is above the earth, 
““ and makes men like to angels.” 

Afterwards he makes an objection—* If 
> it be Getter to live unmarried, why did 
>> Gop inftitute marriage? Why did he 
** make women? And, fhould all men em- 
'* brace virginity, how fhould mankind be 
*> propagated ?"--- 10 anfwer thefe objec- 
tions, St. Chry/offom goes back as far as 
the creation of man, and takes notice, 
that ‘* while he was in the earthly 0070- 
‘© dife with Eve, he was taken up with 
* a converfation with Gop, and he was 
““ then freed from Δι and the defres of the 


* 00, ang mele in perfect virginity, i te 
** the 
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* the whole world was at that timea vaft .א‎ 
* folitude. But man, having difobeyed _Y: 
*> Gop’s commands, and becoming mortal 
*> and corruptible, with that happy life 
*> which he enjoyed, he loft alfo the glory 
““ of virginity: fo that fix being the caufe 
“ of death, became at the fame time the 
 caufe of marriage. It is probable that 
*> though there had been no marriage, yet 
*> the world + might have been peopled, 
** and God have created other men as he 
*> had done the frj.” Adding, that 16 
*> is not the frequent ufe of marriage that 
** multiplieth mankind, but Gop’s blef- 
* fing:” and he believes that ‘‘ marriage 
*> is more neceflary to the world at prefent, 
*> for a remedy againft incontinency, than 
*¢ for the prefervation of mankind; he grants 
““ that it is neceflary for the weak, but that 
** virginity is far more honourable and pro~ 


1 This paffage puts one in mind of Le/lie’s obferva- 
tion on the famous my/fic, Aladame Bourignon— 
who 1316 ---** there was no need for CurisT to fufer 
** in order to the redemption of mankind, God might 
“* have-effected it fome other way.” —‘* This devil of 
>> a faint,” fays Leflie, ** gives a 011064 lye to the fcrip- 
* ture, Luke xxiv. 46. which faith — Thus (6δ ει) 
*> 2: BEHOVED CurisvT to fuffer, &c.”’—How far fhort 
this angel of a Father is from giving the lye to the book 
of Genefis, wherein we find marriage 1015160666 in the 
days of perfect innocency, muft be left to the judg- 
ment of the reader, on the perufal of what is {aid in 
the above paragraph. However fevere Leflie’s ani- 
madverfion on Madame Bourignon may appear, it 
is fully warranted by what Curist faid to Perer 
on afimilar occafion. See Mat. xvi. 22, 23. 
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"> fitable too: he pretendeth, that what- 
“ foever St. Paul faid of marriage, ought to 
** induce men to embrace virginity. 

He wrote two treatifes, ‘ Againft the 00- 
‘* habitation of clerks with women’—and 
₪ Eg ifcourfe to a widow; ’—he exhorts 
her to’ continue in her: widowhood. 6 
made another little book on purpofe to 
fhew, that fhe ought not to marry again; 
where he proves, that though /econd marri- 
ages be not abfolutely forbidden, yet it is 
much better to continue in widowhood. 

This eminent father, in his difcourfes on 
the eucharif#, 91119160, that the dread and 
wine become the body and blood of CuRIsT ; 
that we ought not to doubt of it, feeing 
Curist himfelf afirmeth it — that fire 
from heaven confumeth the things of- 
fered, and changeth them into the ץ200‎ 
and 2/2006 of Jesus CHRIST. 

In the C4riftian maxims, which are fe- 
le&ted from his fermons, he lays it down, 
that, ““ folitarinefs, and a monaftic life, 
'** are more to be defired than the greateft 
*> kingdoms.” 


Pope INNOcENT I. 


Can. 4. Forbids orders to a perfon wha 
has married a widow. 

Can. 5. Extends this prohibition even 
to thofe who have married fuch a woman 
before daptz/in. 

Can. 6. 
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Can. 6. The fame with regard to thofe > 


who have been 006 0 

Can. 12. Prohibits the admitting wzr- 
gins—that, being confecrated to Gop, mar- 
ried, OF Were corrupted—to penance, before 
the death of the perfon with whom they 
have committed the crime. 

Can. 13. Enjoins penance to virgins that 
marry, after promifing virginity, though 
they had not been folemnly versed by the 
bifhop. 

Can. 1. Epift. 3. Heconfirms Sirzczus 
his law, concerning the cehbacy of prie/ts 
and deacons, Yet he forgiveth thofe, who 
through ignorance obferved it not, on con- 
dition that they fhould continue in that 
order, and rife no higher. But he ordains 
that thofe fhould be degraded who violated 
it knowingly. 

In Letter 5. To two bifhops of Abruz- 
₪0, he bids them depofe the prieffs that 
were 80060100 of having had children fince 
their ordination, if they be convicted of that 
crime. 

Letter 9. Declareth, that a man who 


married another woman, while his wife. 


Was in captivity, ought to return to the 
former ; becaufe a fecond marriage cannot 
be Jawful, except the former wife be dead 
or feparated by divorce. 

Letter 22. To Rufus, and other bi- 
fhops of Macedonia, dated anno 414, he 
tells them, that ** he was much furprized 

by‏ 66 3 כ 
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by a letter directed to the fee of Rome, 
as the chiefeft of all churches, becaufe 
they confulted him about things that 
had no difficulty, and concerning which 
he had plainly declared his opinion. 
One is, the ordination of fuch as had 
married widows.” Pope Innocent faith, 
That there is no difpute that they fhould 
not be ordained ;” and affirms, “ that 
it was the practice of a//, both eafern and 
weftern churches ; nay, he would have 
thofe to be degraded who are found to be 
‘* in orders.” 

The fecond is concerning thofe, who 
having loft a former wife, being yet unbap- 
tized, had married a fecond after bapti/m. 
Some were of opinion, that this kind of 
bigamy did not hinder them from ordina- 
tion. Pope Innocent alledgeth feveral rea- 
fons, to prove that fuch a practice is not 
to 6 ον εά, 


€¢ 


ST. JEROM - 

Was born about the year 345. In his 
treatife of Virginity, to Eujftochium, he 
highly extols it. In his directions to her 
for the maintenance of it, he advifes her 
to fhun reading profane books ; and, to in- 
force what he fays, tells her, that * he, 
*> being once too earneft in reading Cicero, 
‘< Pl/autus, and other profane authors, he 
> fell into a violent fever, and, by it, 
‘‘ into a kind of agony, and then was 

** caught 


] 39. [ 


* caught up in the fpirit 20 the tribunal of Cp 


> Jesus CuRisT; where, having been 
ἐς foundly whipt for reading profane au- 
ἐς thors too much, he was forbidden to 
«© read them any more.” He aflures Euv- 
ftochium that ‘‘ this ftory 7 not a dream, 
‘«¢ and calls the ¢rijunal where he appeared, 
*> and the judgment that was given againft 
>> him, to atteft the truth of what he 
* fays,” Yet, when Rufinus upbraided 
him afterwards, that, for all that, he had 
not given over reading profane books, he 
laughs at his fimplicity, and jefts upon him 
for taking a dream for truth. So much for 
this /ain?’s || fincerity ! 

In his polemical treatifes, his bitternefs 
againft his opponents is exceflive. When 
he difputeth with He/vidius, he commend- 
eth virginity to that excefs, that it was 
thought he defigned to condemn matri- 
mony;—and he difcourfeth after fuch a 
manner of virginity, as would almoft per- 
fuade men, that it was neceflary to lead 
that fort of life, in order to be faved. La- 
bour, faftings, aufterities, and various 
mortifications, together with folitude and 
pilgrimages, make up the fubjec of almoft 
all his advices and exhortations. His de- 


| Le Clerc, Queeft. Hieron. 111. p. 62. fays—** Jn- 
“Ὁ genium Hieronymi totum fuit ad jaétationem, & aif- 
“© fimulationem compofitum.” The genius of Jerome, was 
wholly turned to bragging and diffimulation. See Con- 


filfenal, 3A edit. p. 406—408. 
4 light 
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light was to hear of the lives of monks 
and hermits, and he eafily believed what- 
foever was told him upon that fubdjed, 
though never fo extraordinary. 

In fhort, from the account which Dz 
Pin gives of this Saint Ferom, his compo- 
fition feems to have been a mixture, like 
that of the Cynic Diogenes, in point of tem- 
per and difpofition, and like that of the 
vifionary of La Mancha in point of judg- 
ment. See before Thelyph. vol. 1. 123— 
128, 11% edit-——p. 116—121. 2d. edit. 


St. AUSTIN. 


It being faid, by fome enemies to the 
Chriftian faith, that Gop had abolifhed 
the o/d law, either out of inconftancy, or 
becaufe He was weary of it, δέ. Aujtin | 
anfwered—that ‘* Gop is unchangeable in 
** all that concerns Him/elf; and that, as 
>> He hath given precepts and ordinances 
*> for the good of man, fo it is for the. 
*> fame end that He fometimes changeth 


 ** them, as He judgeth it may be more 


>> convenient for them.” 

N. B. The Creator’s changing His laws, 
in order to fuit the creature's convenience, 15 
a curious idea ! 

He adds, that, “‘ we fhould not believe, 
** that, fince the coming of Jesus CHRIST, 
‘ thofe things can be obferved, which were 
‘ either permitted, or prefcribed, only for 
* the time of the o/d Jaw; though at that 

* time 
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wa 


] 4.7) 


** time they were to be taken in their pro- 
* ner fenfe.” He inftanceth in the poly- 
gamy of the patriarchs, becaufe they lived 
- Aolily in marriage, with a profpect of hav- 
ing children; and he confidently preferreth 
that ftate, before that of fuch men, who, 
having but ove wife, abufe matrimony to 
> fatisfy their ὃ brutith luft. 

He taught, that of all that is done for 
the dead, nothing availeth them where 
they are, but the offering of the Evy- 
charifi, prayers, and alms-deeds : {παῖ 
thefe things are not ufeful to a//, but only 
to fuch as deferved, in their /ife-time, to reap 
benefit by them after their death. 

He wrote againtt 00/0/00, who was 
called an heretic, and an enemy to wirgi- 
nity, for perfuading fome Roman virgins to 
marry, and for maintaining that ** mar- 
*> ried perfons might be as 4o/y, as perfons 
** ina ftate of celibacy.” “fovinian’s opi- 
nion was rejected at Rome; and Saint Auftin 
wrote a book, to fhew, that ‘foviian’s 
opinions might be refuted without con- 
demning marriage; in which he examines 
how men could have had children had they 
perfifted in a {tate of innocence. 


+ Qu? How could the patriarchs be faid to * live 
>> folily in marriage,” if they lived in a /fate forbidden 
by the primary in/ftitution ? 

§ From this paffage, and many more, it is very 
clear, that this father, as well as others, differed very 
widely from St. Paul, in their notions relative to the 


wfe and ends of marriage. See poft, p. 42. N. B. 
He 
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He declares that man guilty of adultery, 
who fhould abufe a virgin, when he has 
a defign to marry another. As for the 
young woman, fhe is guilty of μη, but 
not of adultery, if fhe is trueto that man, 
and defigns not to marry when he leaveth 
her. He doth not excufe from venial fin, 
either the man or the woman, who have 
another profpect in marriage than the be- 
getting of children. WN. B. 

He determines, that, though human 
laws permit aman to marry again, when 
he is divorced from a former wife, yet it is 
not /awful for Chriffians.—He concludes, 
that marriage is of itfelf a good thing, but 
one of thofe good things which we טסב‎ 
not look after, but in order to a greater 
good, or to avoid a great evil. That, before 
CuRrisT, the moft continent might marry, to 
multiply that people from whom the Me/- 
fiah was to be born; but zow,.as many as 
are able to contain, do we// not to marry. 
That, for thzs Ὑ reafon, men were permitted 
formerly to have fevera/ wives, but now no 
man is to have more ¢han one wife. ‘That 
the go/pel purity is 10 great in this point, 


that a deacon was not to be ordained, who 


+ What an entire confidence had thefe fathers in 
the credulity of mankind, to venture forth their reve- 
vies, on reafons 10 abfurd and foolifh, as to be againit 
all reafon? As if the command to increafe and mul- 
tiply the human fpecies, Gen. i. 28. was not as necef- 
fary for one period of the world, as for another. 0 


polt, p. 47. 
had 
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had ever had more than one wife. Heap- Cent. 
proves their opinion who underftand this VY: 
maxim in its whole extent, and without 
reftriction, as did ‘ferom, by excepting 
thofe who contracted a former marriage be- 
fore baptifm. And, as ayoung woman who 
had been defiled when fhe was a catechu- 
men, cannot be confecrated as a virgin 
after daptifin, even 10 it hath been thought 
reafonable, that the man, who hath had 
more than one wife, whether before or 
after baptifm, fhould be looked upon as 
wanting one weceffary qualification for or- 
ders. 

His book Of Holy Virginity, fays, that 
>> virginity is one of dc moft excellent 
>> oifts of Gop.” —He exalteth the excel- 
lency of virgins confecrated to Gop, by 
the example of the virginity of the mother 
of Gop, who, according to him, had 
made a vow of continency before the angel 
appeared to her.—He fays, that wirginity 
fhould not be chofen as a thing neceffary 
to falvation, but as a ftate of greater per- 
jection ; and afferts, that virgins fhall have 
a particular REWARD in .שק‎ 

He exhorts hufbands that have left their 
wives to live in continency, alledging the 
example of churchmen, who abftain fo re- 
ligioufly, though they often were forced 
to take that profeffion upon them againft 
their wills. 

He believes, that, by the infpiration of 

Gop, 
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Gop, the martyrs know the neceffities of 
the faithful, and 4ear their prayers. He 
does not queftion but martyrs help the 
living; but he knows not whether they 
do it by themfelves, or whether Gop 
doeth it by ange/s at their requeft. He 
confefleth, that we cannot know by which 
of thefe means, or whether by doth, the 
martyrs work miracles. 

St. Auftin’s an{wer to the following 
queftion is very curious, viz.—‘* If con- 
*> cupifcence is evil, and an effect of fin, 
*> if all children are born in fin, how 
** comes matrimony to be approved, which 
* is the effect and fpring of this fin?” 
Anfwer. ““ Though ἀμ be a 00/00, and 
** a confequence of the firft man’s /m, 
*> which remaineth even in the baptized, 
““ yet conjugal chaftity is to be approved, 
** which makes a good ufe of an evil 
> Ses 

Here St. Aufiin, as well as St. Chry/oftom, 
(fee before p. 35.) evidently makes the na- 
tural defire of the fexes to each other, 
evil in ttfelf—an horrible blafphemy againtt 
Gop, who implanted it in mian’s nature 
for the wifeft purpofes, in the days of 
man’s zanocence! otherwife how could the 
command—* increafe and multiply’—have 
been shen given, Gen. 1. 28?—and the 
way in which this was to be done, exprefsly 
commanded, Gen. 11. 24.? With as much 


reafon thefe fathers might have faid, that 
the 
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the appetite of Aunger is evil, and the effect 
of fin, though Gop provided food for 
man. Gen. 1. 29. 

St. Auftin has been ftyled the father of 
the Latin church. 

The Rhemifis quote this father’s autho- 
rity for thus commenting on 1 Cor. vil. 
> 29.—‘* He exhorts that thofe who have 
*> wives, fhould not wholly beftow them- 
“4 felves in the vain tranfitory pleafure and 
* voluptuoufnefs of their flefh, but live 
** in fuch moderation, that marriage hin- 
*> der them, as little as may be, from {fpiri- 
*> tual cogitations: which is beft fulfilled of 
** them, who, by mutual confent, do wholly 
*> contain, whether they have had children 
““ or none, contemning carnal iffue for the 
** joys of heaven—and 26/2 marriages be 
** more bleffed than any other, faith Sr. 
“© Aug. de Serm. Dom. in Monte, L. i. 
ΟΣ Τάς. 


Council {uppofed to be held at Rome under 
Pope InNocenrT I. 

Can. 1. and 2. Speak of thofe virgins 
penance, who having folemnly put on the 
veil, and received the prieff’s benediction, 
commit inceft, or contract prohibited mar- 
riages. Penance is likewife impofed upon 
thofe that made a fingle vow of virginity— 
though they made no folemn profeffion, 
nor received the ver/H—when they happen 

to 
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to marry, or fuffer themfelves to be taken 


away. 


Can. 3. Concerns the /anétity of bifhops, 
priefis, and deacons: they are told, that 
they ought to give example to the people; 
that they are obliged to remain unmarried, 
and feveral reafons are alledged for it. 
Priefis and bifhops, fay they, are to preach 
continence to the people: with what confi- 
dence fhall they do this, if they keep it 
not themfelves? They are obliged to of- 
fer frequently the holy facrifice, to baptize, 
confecrate, and adminifter: to do it with 
the greater reverence, they muft 6ס‎ 70% 
both in body and {pirit. 

Can.11. Speaks very ambiguoufly con- 
cerning a man’s marrying his uncle’s wife, 
or an aunt’s marrying with the fon of her 
hufband’s brother. 


Council of CARTHAGE. Anno 407. 


Can. ὃ. Forbids divorced perfons to be 
married to others.. This regulation is 
there judged to be conformable to the aw 
of the gofpel, and the decifion of the apof- | 
tle St. Paul. (Quere, where ?( 


Ditto. Anno 418 and 419. 

Can. 3. Confirms the rule of the coun- 
cil of Carthage, anno 401, concerning the 
eclibacy of dihops, priefls, and deacons: it 

is 
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is faid that their miniftry obligeth them to 
it. et 
Fau/tinus confirms this order in the 4th 


canon. .- 
Can. 16. Readevs are obliged to marry 


when they come to the age of puberty, or 
to make a vow of contimency. 


Can. 18. Forbids giving the eucharift 
to the dead. 


St. Istpore PELUSIOTA 


Prefers a fingle life before marriage.— 
He obferves, that the polygamy of the an- 
tient patriarchs was then very excufable, 
becaufe it was neceflary that they fhould 
have anumerous pofterity; but it may not 
be xow ufed as a pretence to { cover our in- 


continence. . 
He taught, that the veil, that covers the 


+ This ** moft lame and impotent conclufion” 
from the premifes, which {peak of quite another mat- 
ter, would almoft tempt one to fay of thefe fathers, 
as Lord Chief Juftice Holt faid of one of the heralds, 
who appeared as a witnefs in a ἐστ δ. wherein the de- 
termination of fome queftion depended on a diftinc- 
tion in heraldry. The herald giving but a dlind ac- 
count of the matter, and tiring the patience of the 
court with many abfurd anfwers —‘* Well,” faid the 
Chief Juftice, ‘* I perceive, that this /illy fellow 
*> don’t underftand his own filly trade.” ‘The reader 
will find many inftances of this, in the perufal of 
thefe extracts from the fathers, whofe trade and occu= 
pation {feem to have been /y/tem-making : in which they 
were as great proficients, with refpect to divinity, par- 
ticularly as relating to marriage, as the projectors at 
Laputa were in experimental philofophy and mathema- 
tics, SeéGutrrver, | | 

9 facramental 
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Cent. facramental elements, doth undoubtedly over- 
{pread the body of Jesus CuRIsT, and the 
Holy Spirit turns the wine into the d/d of 
Jesus CuristT. He approves of the ho- 
nour given to martyrs, and the refpect 
which is beftowed on their-re/gues; and 
difallows the prefenting of offerings at 
their altars in honour of them. 

He relates a ftory of a young woman, 
who coming into the fight of a young 
man, who was in love with her, cured 
him of that fond paffion, by prefenting 
herfelf with her hair crop’d, and her head 
covered with a/hes. | | 

As St. Ifdore profefled a monaftic life, 
he extols a mona/ftic ftate, and recommends 
the cloathing of monks to be of hair, and 
their food to be nothing but δεγός. 


CHLESTINE,‏ .עס 


Chofen Bi/bop of Rome anno 423. He 
decreed—that none be ordained dz/hop, 
who hath been married twice, or hath 
married a widow: which he ordains as a 
rule, not only for the future, but he re- 
quires, that the ordinations already made 
in prejudice of this law, be looked upon 
as unlawful, which may not be allowed in 
force. 


Sri 50, 
Chofen Pope anno 440, defervedly reck- 
oned (fays Du Pin) among the fathers of 


the 
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the churvh. He lays it down, as a con- Cents 


dition neceflary for holy orders, not to 
have married above one wife, and fhe not 
to have been a widow. He commands 
the 20/2025 to whom he wrote, to deprive 
them of their 07/20/7462 who were found to 
had: two wives, or had married a widow. 

He orders, that the minifters of the al- 

tar, that is to fay, the deacons and /ub-dea- 
cons, fhould be fubject to the law of con- 
tinence, as well as the difhops and priefts. 
He adds, that being /aics or readers, they 
may be married and. have children; but 
being arrived to the facred miniftry of the 
altars, it is not to be permitted to them. 
That their marriage ought to be changed 
from carnal to Spiritual, that fo they may 
neither forfake their wives, nor have an 
carnal knowledge of them. S+¢. Leo is the 
ל‎ that extended the law of celibacy to 
Jfub- deacons. 

He declares, that a cle ‘gyman who gives 
his daughter in marriage to one that hath 
a concubine, ought not to be treated as if 
he had given her toa perfon already mar- 
ried, becaufe concubines cannot be * counted 
lawful wives, nor the familiar commerce 
with them marriage, unlefs they be free, 
endowed, and joined together by 06 
Marriage. 

That, young women, whofe relations 


* See before, p. 30, and vol. i. Append, to chap. 2. 
Vor. ITI, E have 


—_ 
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Cent. have married them to perfons that 6 
concubines, do not fin in dwelling with 
thofe to whom they are married. 

That it is not the fin of adultery, but a 
virtuous action, for a man to caf of his 
concubine, that he may live only with his 
wife. The concubines, {poken of in this 
place, are flaves, with whom men lived 
as with their wives, without having any 
commerce with others, though they were 
not folemnly married to them. 

He could w/b that thofe who have done 
penance when they were doys, would not 
marry; yet he excufes young men who do it 
to avoid incontinency. See 1 Cor. vil. 9. 

He orders that the monks who have mar- 
ried {hould be made to do penance, becaufe 
they cannot leave that profeflion without 
fim, when they have once embraced it, 
but are obliged to perform their vows. 

He condemns vergims, who married af~ 
ter they had voluntarily put on the habit, 
though they were not yet confecrated. 

Can. 4. He commands 07/2005, priefts, 
and deacons to live unmarried; and ob- 
ferves, that the ufe of marriage was not 
allowed to /ub-deacons. St. Gregory fays, 
that ** it was hard to refufe it to the /- 
‘© ter.”—But quere,—Why more fo than 
to the former ? | 

The Gallican 111006 wrote to St. Les 
a letter full of high commendations and 
compliments, and they call the church of 

Rome 


Ἐπ] 
Rome -ττ “4 Apoftolica -Jedes, unde religionis 
>> nofire fons 85 origo manavit.’—‘* The 
>> anoftolic church, from whence comes 
> the origin and fource of our religion.” 
In one of his fermons, on St. Pefer’s 
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day, he fays, that, that 000/08 never for 


fakes his church, but continues to be the 
foundation of it—that δέ. Peter is not only 
bifhop of the Roman church, but the head 
of all the churches in the world. 


St. Hirary, Bifhop of ARLEs, 


A man of remarkable eloquence, and of 
great zeal.—He did much good in his vi- 
fitations to the Gallican churches. He 
often went to fee St. Germanus, with whom 
he made an enquiry into the life and man- 
ners of the clergy. While he was with 
him, a certain 27/2002, named Celdonius, was 
accufed before him, becaufe he had mar- 
ried a widow before he was ordained, which 
is forbidden by the canons, and the au- 
thority of the Holy See. The cafe being 
difcuffed, with all fairnefs imaginable, and 
the witnefies heard, he pronounced, that 
he whom the oly canons deprived of his 
priefibood, ought to forfake it of himfelf: 
the poor bifhop refolved with himfelf to 
go to Rome; he complains that he had 
been ufed with too much feverity. 

St. Hilary, underftanding this, puts him- 
felf immediately upon his journey to go to 
Rome. The coldnefs of the feafon, the 

| E 2 height 
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Centr. height of the 4s, and other troubles in 

_the journey, could not take off the edge 
of his zeal; he conquered them all, and 
went to Rome on foot: after having paid 
his devotion to the tombs of the φρο ες and 
martyrs, he went to St. Leo, gave him all 
due refpect and veneration, and humbly 
befought him, that he would make zo a/- 
teration in the ordinary difcipline of the 
church. 


Hirary, Bifhop of Rome, 
Was of opinion that dz/bops who had 


been ¢wice married, or had married a widow, 


ought to be deprived. 


Gevasius I. Bifhop of Rome, 


| Repeats the antient canons concerning 
the qualifications of fuch as they ought to 
ordain—that they ought to be but once 
married. 


Council of CHALCEDON. 


Can. 15. Forbids the ordination of a 
deacone/s before + forty years of age, and 
without {trict examination ; and declares, 
that if fhe fhall marry after fhe has been 
fome time in the fervice of the church, fhe 
fhall be excommunicated with 6" 4. 

Can.16. 16 is not permitted to virgins, 
devoted to Gop, to marry. They who 
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have done fo fhall be excommunicated— 
yet the dz/hop of the place may treat them 
with fuch lenity and mildne(fs as he thinks 


fit. 


I. Council] of ORANGE, anno 441. 


Can. 22. For the future no married per- 
fons fhall be ordained deacons, unlefs they 
make a profeffion of living in cha/fity. 

~ Can. 23. Ifit be found out that one of 
thofe deacons do not abftain from his wife, 
he fhall be deprived. | | 

Can. 24. Excepts from this law, thofe 
who have been ordained heretofore. The 
only penalty it inflicts on them is, that they 
cannot obtain any higher orders. 


Can. 25. Thofe who have been 730/00 » 


married, though never fo worthy, fhall be 
admitted to no other orders than that of 
fub-deacon. — 

Can. 27. Of widows profefling chaflity— 
orders, that it fhall be done before the 
bifhop, and that it be difcovered by their 
widows garments, or by a kind of veil put 
upon them, as it is the Roman cuftom, and 
is decreed by the council of Toledo, can. 4. 
and of Carthage, can. 104. 

Can. 28. Such as break their vow of 
virginity, whether men ar women, fhall be 
made to do penance. 


FE 3 ΠΕ pees), 


CENT. 
NV. 


Centr. 


[94 J 


Il. Council of ARLES, about anno 442, 

Can, 2. No man may be made a frief, 
who is married, unlefs he will renounce 
the ufe of marriage—which they call by 
the name of conver/fien. 

Can. 21. A penitent may not marry. 

Can. 52. Is againft thofe who marry 
after they have vowed virginity. | 


Council of ANJou, anno 4.32. 

Can. 4. The clergy fhall not dwell with - 
qwomen. 

Can. 5. They fhall be treated very fe- 
verely, who forfake their ftate of penance 
or virginity. 

Can. 11. No perfon fhall be ordained 
deacon or 27700, who hath had more than 
one wife. 

Letter of Lupus Bifhop of Troves, and 
Eupuronius Bithop of Aucusto- 
punuM, to Tuatassius Bifhop of 
ANJOU. 


This letter contains, 1. Rules concern- 


ing the different ways of celebrating the 


vigils of the fefitvals. 

2. About the c/ergy that had been ¢wice 
married. They fay that it may be tolerated 
in the leffer orders, as high as a porter: 
but exorcifis and /ub-deacons ought not ta 


have been fwice married. 3: They fay, 


that 
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that it were better for the clergy to abftain 
from marriage, but in this they muft fol- 
low the cu/fom of the churches. As to the 
exorcifis and fub-deacons, they muft not be 
fuffered to marry a fecond time; that, in 
the church of Auguffodunum, none of the 
clergy, not the porters themfelves, are al- 
lowed it. © ו‎ 


Council of ,פתטס'1'‎ 1- 
.םג7)‎ 1. and 2. Recommend ₪ 86 


life to 27/0005. priefis, and deacons. 

Can. 3. Forbids them to dwell with 
women. 

Can, 4, Prohibits the clergy, whe 
might marry, to marry widows. 


Oe τι Rov UE 


Pope SYMMACHUS. 
He condemns thofe who marry widows, 
or virgins confecrated to Gop, although 
they who are married mean well. He or- 
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dains that fuch fhall be caft out of {πὸ 


communion of the church: and he forbids 
widows who have lived a long while unmar- 
ried, and virgins who have been a confidet- 
able time in monatteries, to marry. 


Ennoptus, Bifhop of Pavia, 
Took orders by confent of his wife, 
who, for her part, embraced a chafte and 
| E 4 religious 
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6 
religious life. He wrote a poem in praife 
of wrginity. | 


ST, FULGENTIUS. 


His letter concerning the conjugal duty 
and the vow, is upon a particular cafe. 
Some had afked Fulgentius—‘* Whether a 
>> married perfon was obliged to keep a vow 

** of continence?” St. Fulgentius makes 
many obfervations concerning the ufe of 
marriage, and the obligation of vows. He 
remarks upon the firft head, ““ that the 
*> ufe of marriage is al/owed, when it is | 
*> intended for the procreation of chil- 
5> dren; but when it has no end but plea- 


 fure, although it is not a crime like 


‘* adultery, yet it is always a μα fin, 
** which is d/otted cut by prayer and good 
+ works.” 
As to the vow, he fays, that, ** there 15 
“© no doubt, but, by it, an obligation is 
>> contracted to ac the thing which was 
ἐς. vowed.” But he ו‎ that 4“ the 
** vow of continence made by one of the 
** married perfons, cannot oblige the other, 
** nor difpenfe with that perfon who made 
“4 the vow from paying the conjugal duty 
«© to the other, at leaft unlefs both parties 
** had concurred in making the vow.’ 
Having laid down thefe principles, he con-~ 
cludes— ** that if the perfons who wrote 
ἐς to him, had doth made a vow of confi- 
ff nence, then they were obliged to. keep 
ity 


] דל‎ 
ἐς it; and that if they found themfelves ἐπ τ 


a tempted by carnal defires, they fhould 
*> humbly pray to Gop to give them grace 
> + סז‎ refift them; but if only ove of the 
>> #qo had made a vow of continence, that 
‘ party was obliged to pay the conjugal 


*> duty to the other who had not made it.” 


The Emperor JUSTINIAN, | 
Began his reign in 527, and died in 565. 
He added many laws to thofe made by 


the princes his predeceffors ; ₪. 

It a monk enter into orders, he 15 for- 
bidden to marry. | 

He who would be made a 2/2022, mutt 
be one who was never married but once, 
and alfo one who was not efpoufed to a 
widow. | | 

The fame precautions fhall be obferved 
in the ordination of inferior clergymen. 

The deaconeffes 111311 be ordained only of 
virgins, or of widows who were never mar- 
ried but once, and who have pafied the 
Jftieth year of their age. If any younger 
are ordained, they fhall enter into a mo 
naftery. | 

In treating of marriages, he firft men-+ 

+ Here is a fair preceptive precedent, as before; 
p. 6. for praying to Gop, to invert the order of nae 
fyre—to annihilate his own command—and to defeat 
his own purpofe in the creation of the male and fe- 
male, and in ordaining marriage! See 1 Cor. vii 
529» ; 

tjons 
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tions the caufes of the diffolution of mar- 
riage. He diftinguifhes them into two 
forts: the fr/f, are thofe, which he calls 
ex bona gratia, becaufe it is to be prefumed 
that both parties are willing. 1. When 
one of the two who are joined together 
makes a vow of chaflity. 2. When the 
hufband is impotent for the {pace of three 
years.. 3. When he is a captive, עס‎ 
for the fpace of jive years, without hear- 


> שת‎ of him: but not when he is a flave, 


or condemned to the mines, or exiled and 
banifhed for ever. 4. That if a woman be 
efpoufed who is found to be a flave, the 
marriage fhall be mu// for the future, unlefs 
he was her mafter, who married her as a 
free woman, in which cafe the 01311 con- 
tinue free. 5. Conffantine had permitted a 
woman, whofe hufband had been four years 
in the wars, without writing to her, or 
giving her any marks of his affection, to 
marry another. 

Fuftinian repeals this law, and ordains 
that a woman cannot marry again until 
the end of fen years; and alfo till fhe has 
folicited her hufband to return, and pre- 
fented her petition to his captain or his 
colonel, whereby it may be evident that 
he has no mind to return to his wife. 

Thefe are the caufes of diffolution of 
marriages which uffinian calls ex bona 

ratia. 

The other caufes are thofe which are 

rigorous ; 
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rigorous: as, if a man or 8 woman be con- CENT. 
victed of adultery, murder, potfoning, theft, Vi. 
treafon, robbery, or any other crime: and if 
it happen that the woman be guilty of thefe 
crimes, fhe fhall continue five years with- 
out being capable of marrying again ; and 
alfo if it be fhe who convicts her hufband 
of them, fhe fhall at leaft continue ove year 
before her /econd marriage. 

uftinian adds alfo three caufes for which 
women may be divorced. If they make 
themfelves mifcarry. If they 20/06 with 
other men, If they fpeak of marriage to 
others while their hufband liveth. 

Fuftinian repealed what he had before 
ordained concerning perfons who were in 
the army, and ordains, that it fhall never 
be lawful for a woman to marry again, 
unlefs fhe has fufficient proof or witneffes 
that her hufband is dead. 

Another law contains reafons for which 
a divorce may be granted. A man may 
divorce his wife—if fhe has confpired 
againit the ftate—if fhe be convicted of 
adultery—if fhe has attempted her huf- 
band’s life—if fhe has dwelt or wathed 
with ftrangers againft her hufband’s will—+ 
| if fhe be prefent at public {ports תג‎ 6 
of him. The woman may alfo be parted 
from her hufband—if he be a criminal to 
the ftate—if he has attempted her life—if 
he would have proftituted her—if he co- 
habits with other women, after his wife 

~has 


ag 
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has admonifhed him to forfake their com- 
ΡΑΒΥ. 

As to what concerns the clergy——they 
mutt have no concubine, nor natural chil- 
dren; but they mutt be virgins, or fuch as 
are married only once to one woman. 

If he who is to be ordained, has not a wife, 
then, before he is ordained, he muft en- 
gage to live in celibacy ; but he who ordains 
a deacon, or fub-deacon, may permit him to 
marry after his ordination. 

That if a prze/f, or deacon, or fub-deacon, 
efpoufe a woman after his ordination, he is 
to be turned out from the clergy. 

That a reader may marry—but if he 
contract a fecond marriage, or efpoufe a 
widow, he cannot 310620 to higher dignity 
among the clergy. 

That if any marry after they have been 
among the clergy, they fhall return to their 
firft condition. 

He reftores the antient cuflom, whereby 
married perfons were allowed to feparate, 
with the confent of one another, without 
any other formality. 


St. BENEDICT, 
This gloomy mortal, famous among the 


monks, fhut himfelf up in a frightful 
cave.—He declares that his ru/e contains 
only the firft elements of a religious and 
{piritual life, and that the docks of the fa- 
thers contain it in perfection, = 


N, B. Ong 
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א‎ B. One fhould think that the {crip- 2% 


tures bore a price fomething under par, in 


the eyes of thefe enthufiajis. 


_ Pope 5246108 1. 


In one of his decrees, he allows that a 
man may be ordained deacon, who, having 
left his wife, had children by a mazd-/er- 
vant without efpoufing her, although it be 
again{t the Jaws and the canons, merely on 
account of the want of thofe who are dif- 
pofed to be clergymen. 

He ordains alfo, that this mazd-fervant 
fhall be put into a monattery, to make 
there profeflion of continence. 


St. Joun, furnamed CLIMaAcus. 


This fait was called Chmacus, from 
his work intitled Kamat, 2. 6. a fcale or 
ladder. 

This /cale contains thirty degrees, which 
are fo many Cdriftian and religious virtues. 
The 15th contains the praifes of chaffity. 
There he fhews the confequences of this 
virtue, and the enormity of the crime 
which is oppofite to it; he condemns ite 
even to the motions of / if, which happen 
in the time of /lep. He prefcribes for a 
remedy, that they thould clothe themfelves 
with fackcloth, and cover themfelves with 
afbes; that they thould pafs the night 
{tanding ; that they fhould fuffer hunger 
and thirft; and that they fhould lodge in 

the 
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.שאק‎ the tombs, and be humble and charitable. 
Vi. See 1 Cor. vii. 9. 


_ St. GreGory, Pope 590, 
Surnamed THE GREAT. 

St. GREGORY proves (epift. 39. lib. ix.) 
that marriages are not diffolved by the en- 
trance of one of the married perfons into 
a religious houfe, although human laws 
permit the man to part from his wife, or 
the woman from. her hufband, that they 
may go into a monaftery. 

He adds, in epi. 44. of the /ame book, 
where he. handles the /ame queftion, that | 
the law of Gop does not allow a man to 
forfake his wife for any caufe but adul- 
tery ; neverthelefs, he permits married per- 
fons to part from one another, that they 
may enter into a religious houfe, when 
this is done with the confent of both 
parties. 
= 82. Gregory took it ill, that the /00- 
deacons of Sicily were obliged τὸ αόμαϊ, 
from their wives, according to the cuftom 
of the church of Rome. This law ap- | 
peared to him harfh and unreafonable, be- 
caufe they found not continence eftablifhed 
by any law for them, and they were not 
obliged to keep it before they were or- 

> dained. He feared left jomething worfe 
' fhould happen if this yoke were impofed 
upon them. - 

He orders, that.none fhall be ordained for 

9 | the 
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the future, who do not promife to live in את‎ 
eontinence. δ᾽ ve 

He declares, that he will put in execu- 
tion the order of the Pope, his predeceffor, 
about the continence of fub-deacons, and 
that thofe who are married fhall be obliged 
to abftain from the w/e of marriage, or elfe 
to forfake the fervice of the altar. | 
= He would not have the wives punithed, 
of thofe who defired rather to quit the fer- 
vice than renounce them, nor the women 
hindered from marrying again after their 
death. He orders, that, for the future, no 
fub-deacon thall be made, who is not ob- 
liged beforehand to obferve celibacy. 

He forbids to ordain a deacon bifhop, who 
had a very young daughter, by whofe age 
it manifeftly appeared that he had net long 
obferved continence. : ו‎ 

He promifed the Emprefs Conflantina, 
fome of the flimgs of St. Peter’s chain, if 
the prie/f who was appointed for filing them 
could have any; for the f/e would not take 
hold, when thofe who defired to receive 
them do not deferve to receive them. 

He fent every where fome of thefe flings, 
enchafed in feys. 

This Sz. Gregory fent Aujfin a monk, of 
the order of 32. Benedict, with forty mif- 
fronaries, French priefts and Italian monks, 
to eftablith Popery in England, under the 
notion of preaching the Chriffian religion. 
Muftin was the firft archbifhop of Canter- 

bury; 
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éury; he was nominated to that high 6 
anno 597, by Pope Gregory, with the con- 
fent of Ethelbert, King of Kent. ‘* The 
>> Chrifiianity which this pretended apoftle 
“ and fanétified rufian taught us, feemed 
** to confift principally in two things; in 
““ keeping Eaféer upon a proper day, and 
*> in being /laves to our fovereign Lord God 
>> the Pope, and to Auftin his deputy and 
>> vicegerent. Such were the boafted blef- 
fines and benefits which we received from 
>> the miffion and miniftry of this moft au- 
«© dacious and infolent monk. Heis ftrongly 
>> fulpected, as Du Pin acknowledges, of 
*> having excited the Saxons to fall upon 
>> the Britons, and to cut the throats of 


«© twelve hundred monks of Bangor.” See 


Sfortin, Rem. vol. iv. p. 417. Alfo Fox, 
Vole tee 22: 

The faid St. Auftin fent to Sz. Gregory, 
for arefolution of fundry queftions. Among 
others— 

Q, Whether ecclefiaftics, who have not 
the gift of continence, may marry; and if 
they do, whether they may return to fecular 
affairs? 

₪ They may marry, if they be not en- 
gaged in holy orders, and fuch ought not to 
want fubfiftence; but they fhall be obliged 
to lead a life agreeable to the ecclefiaftical 
316, and to one: the pfalms. 

2, To what degree may the faithful 
marry together? 


AA. A Roman 


[095 1] 

A. A Roman law, of Arcadius and Hono- 
rius, permitted marriages between cox/in- 
germans: But St. Gregory did not think 
thefe marriages lawful, for ¢wo reafons. 

1. Becaufe experience fhews that no chil- 
dren are born of them. anes 

2. Becaufe the divine /aw forbids them. 

Q, Where? | | a 
= This St. Auflin fent alfo to St. Gregory 
for a refolution of fundry very f/thy quef- 
tions; which; with the anfwers to them, 
may be found in Du Pin, vol. v. p. 93. 
Eng. Tranf. Likewife an account of the 
monftrous /yes which S¢. Gregory publifhed 
in four books, p. 98,99. See allo p. 92. 


Lucius CHARINUS 


Says, that the God of the Fews was 
a God of wickednefs—that, on the contrary, 
CuristT is a God of goodne/s-—He con- 
demns marriage, and looks upon generation 
as the work of the devz/. 2 

N. B. Let thofe think on this, who 
talk of a mew Jaw 01 CuRIST, more pure 
and Aoly than the /aw of the Old Tefta- 
ment, and who reprefent the God of the 
Fews as allowing polygamy, and CurRist 
as calling it adultery.— Let them confider, 
that, frequently, there may be a verbal, 
where there 18 little rea/, difference. 


1 ᾿ς Ε Council 
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per: Council of AGaTHA, anno 506. 


σ΄ Can. 1. Renews the prohibitions of the 
antient canons about the ordinations of ὀ7σα- 
mifts, and of thofe who had married w7- 
dows. It permits thofe who are already 
ordained priefts and deacons, though they 
be digamifis, or married to widows, to retain 
the zame of their order, but deprives them 
of the exercife of their function. 
Can. 9. The laws of the Popes Innocen- 
tius and Ssricius, about the celibacy of priefis 
and deacons, {hall be obferved. 


Council of ORLEANS, 0270 4 


Can. 21. A monk who quits the monaf- 
tery and marries, can never enter into holy 
orders. | 


Council of GERUNDA, 0070 7. 


Can. 6. All the orders of clergymen, 
from 20/2022 down to fub-deacons, are for- 
bidden to cohabit with their wrves, or if 
they will dwell with them, they are com- 
manded to have with them one of their 
brethren, who can give teftimony of their 
continence. 

Can. 8. None fhall be admitted into the 
clergy, who have had carnal dealings with 
a woman, after the death of their wife. 


Council 
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Council of EPAONE, anno 517. 

Can. 2 and 3. Renew the canvns againtt 
the ordination of digamifts, and thofe who 
have done penance. 

Can. 21. Forbids to confecrate Ἐ widows 
for deaconeffes; infomuch that if widows 
are willing to be converted, 1. 6. to lead a 
religious life, the benediction of penance 
fhall only be given to them. 

Can. 25. Forbids to place the rehgues 
of faints in country chapels, unlefs there 
be clergy in the neighbouring parifh, who 
can honour them, by finging in thefe cha- 
pels from time to time. 

Can. 30. None hall marry a cowfin-ger- 
man or the ifJue of a coufin-german. 

Can. 32. Separates from the church the 
wife of a prieff or deacon who marries, 
and him that efpoufes her, until they be 
parted. 
| Can. 34. Impofes ¢wo years penance on 
him who puts his /lave to death by his own 
authority. 

Can. 40. The d:/hops who will not ob- 
ferve thefe canons, fhall be guilty both 
before Gop and their brethren. 


t St. Paul and this council are at irreconcileable 
variance. Seer Tim. v. 9. 


Ἐ 2 Council 


Cent. 
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Council 01 Leripa or ILERDA, anno 524¢ 


Can. 1. Forbids clergymen to fhed human 
blood, under penalty of being deprived of 
the communion for fwo years. | 

Can. 2. Impofes /even years penance 
upon thofe men or women that murder in- 
fants conceived and born in adultery. If 
they be clergymen, they alfo fhall be put 
under penance, and not be reftored again 
to their order: they fhall only be permitted, 
after feven years, to fing in the quire. But 


as to thofe who give drugs for committing 


thefe * deteftable crimes, ‘tis faid they thall 
not receive the communion till death. 


Can. 
* The fyffem which the church was erecting on 


the demolition of the divine law, was attended with 
the moft fatal and dreadful confequences, fuch as. 
will never be got rid of, “till the laws of the Creator 
{hall be once more fully reftored among us. 

Horace’s fable of Prometheus, bears no little refem- 
blance to the cafe before us, aiid may eafily be para- 
phrafed to our purpofe. 


Audax JAPETI gents 
Ignem fraude mala gentibus intulit. 
Poft ignem atheria domo 
Subduétum, macies, F nova febrium 
Terris incubuit cohors : 
Semotique prius tarda neceffitas 
Lethi corripuit gradum. 
When men of Faphet’s daring race 
‘The laws of Heaven could efface, 
And fubftitute their ow ; 
Of murders dire a ghaftly brood, 
And crimes, the impious fraud purfu’d, 
*Till then almoft unknown. 
O pprefs’d 


ὅς 1 
Can. 6. He who has defiled a widow, 
or a nun, thall be excommunicated, the nun 
fhall alfo be excommunicated, unlefs fhe part 
from him, in which cafe fhe fhall be put 


under public penance. 


Fourth Council of ARLES, anno 5246 


Can. 3. Renews again the prohibition 
fo often repeated, not to ordain ἃ penitent 


or \" 
. Second Council of ToLepo, anno 531. 


Can. 1. Concerns infants which the pa- 
rents offer to be clergymen. It ordains, 
that, at the age of eighteen, they fhall be 
afked, ‘in the prefence of the clergy and 
people, what is their defign; and if they 
promife to obferve chaffity, they fhall be 
made /ub-deacons at the age of twenty. If 
they difcharge this miniftry well, they 
fhall be deacons at twenty-five; but good 
heed fhall be taken that they do not MaR- 
RY, or that they keep not company with 
women, and if they be convicted of doing 
it, they fhall be looked upon as /acrilegious 
perfons, and turned out ef the church. 


Opprefs’d with fhame, o’erwhelm’d with fear, 
The teeming mother will not dare 
Her infant’s life to fave ; 
The dagger’s point its blood fhall ftain, 
Or the flow poifon’s deadly bane 
Shall make her womb its graye. 


Βα As 
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As to thofe who will not oblige them- 


VI. felyes to obferve celibacy, they fhall be left 


to their liberty; but they fhall not be pro- 
moted to holy orders, until fuch time as 
they fhall renounce the τὸ of marriage, after 
they are arrived to the age of maturity. 


Second Council of ORLEANS, auno 533. 


Can. 8. A deacon who is married, being 
in captivity, cannot be reftored to his mi- 
niftry. 

Can. 17. Women who have received 
the deneditiion given to deacons, contrary to 
the canons, fhall be turned out of commu- 
nion, if it be proved that they marry: yet 
if, upon admonition of the Jd/hop, they 
ceafe to cohabit with their hufbands, they 
fhall be received into communion, after 
they have done penance. 

Can. 18. The deacon’s bleffling fhall no 
more be given to women. 


Council of CLERMONT תנ‎ ARVERNIA, 
anna 535. 

Can. 13. Priefis and deacons fhall live 
in celibacy, and if they be found to keep 
company with their wives, after they are 
promoted to thefe dignities, they fhall be 
deprived of them. , 

A man לגוג‎ not marry his wife's Μεγ ς 
coufin-german, or the iffue of her cou/in- 
german. | 


3 Third 
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Third Council of ORLEANS, anno ς 58. 


Can. 6. Forbids ordaining thofe who 
have 790106 71... | 
Can. 7. If clergymen who have been or- 


dained with their own confent, being uz-_ 


married, do afterwards marry, they fhall be 
excommunicated. If they were ordained 
againit their will, they fhall only be de- 
pofed, and the 22/2072 who ordained them 
a 10106660 for one year. 

Clergymen who commit adultery, fhall be 
fhut up ina monaftery all their life-time, 
yet without being deprived of communion. 

Can. 10. A man muft not marry his 
coufin-german or her iffue. 

Can. 33. An wuprecation again{t thofe 
who obferve not 200/2 canons. 


Fourth D° , anno 1. 


Can. ro. Sufpends a dz/bop from the fa- 
cerdotal function, who had ordained a ὁ)- 
gamit, or him that married a widow. 

Can. 17. Priefts and deacons fhall not 
oe a ded and etek gil common with their 

WIVES. | 


Fifth D°, anna 549, 


Can. 4. Clergymen who are obliged to 


eclibacy,. and ac not obferve it, thall "ye de-— 


pofed. 
_ Can. 19. If women who come to a mo- 
naftery and take the habit, do afterwards 
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marry, they fhall be excommunicated, toge- 
ther with thofe that marry them: but if 
they part, and do penance, they fhall be 


re{tored to communion. 


Second Council af Taurs, anno 567. 


Can. 12. The ///202 thall live with his 
wife as with his fer, without giving any 
caufe of Jufpicion. 

Can. 14. Forbids priefs and monks to 
take any perfon to ded with them. It or- 
ders that monks fhould not lie, two or 
three in feveral cells, but in one common 
ball, where fome fhall watch while others 
take their reft. 

N. B. This canon was, for certain reafons, 
a very neceflary one. 

Can. 15. Monks who go out of their 
monaftery to marry, fhall be parted and 
put under penance. | 

Can. 19. Hinders the clergy who are 
obliged to 00/2000, from lying with their 
WIVES « 

-Can. 20. Renews the penalties on thofe 
who marry virgins confecrated to GoD, or 
who con/ent to thefe marriages. 


Synod of ANTISIODORUM. 
Can. 12. The eychari/ 111411 not be given 
to the dead, nor the ζ7 of peace. | 
Can. 20. Priefts, deacons, and /ub-dea- 
cons, who fhall have children, 11811 be de- 
pofed. 
Can. 
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Can. 24. It is not lawful for an abdot 
or monk to marry. 

Can. 36, 37. Women not to receive the 
eucharif? with the naked hand, or to touch 
the linen cloth which covers the body of 
our Lord. 

Can. 42. Women to have the dominical 
for receiving the communion. Some think 
this is the linen upon which they receive 
the Jody of Jesus CurisT, being forbidden 
to receive it with their naked hand. Others 
think it a kind of veil which covers the 
head. Whatever it be, this /yzod declares, 
that, if they have it not, they fhall wait 
till another Sunday to receive the commus 
nion. 


Council of Mascon, anno 581. 


Can. 3. No women 111311 enter the cham- 
ber of a 0//202, but in the prefence of two 
priefis or two deacons. 

Can. 11. Clergymen, obliged to celibacy, 
fhall be depofed if they violate the obliga-~ 
tion. 

Can. 12. Virgins confecrated to Gop, 
who marry, {hall be excommunicated, both 
they and their hufbands, till death. If 
they part, they fhall continue under fe- 
nance, during the pleafure of the di/hop. 


Council of Lyons, anno 583. 


Can. 1. Clergymen forbidden to have any 
Jamiiiarity with their wrves. 
Second 
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Second Council of Mascon, anno 536. 
Can. τό. Forbids the widows of fub- 


deacons, exorcifis, and acolythifis, to marry 
again, 

This council, which was very nume- 
rous, confifting of 6 archbifhops, 37 bi- 
fhops, 20 deputies from other bifhops, 
and 3 bifhops who had no fee, ordained— 
in 
Can. 15. That Jaymen fhould, fhew re- 
Spect to clergymen, and to falute them if 
they meet them on horfeback in the way; 
to “ght of their horfe and falute them, if 
they meet them on foot. 


Third Council of ToLepo, anno 589. 


Can. 5. Renews the laws of celibacy for 
priefis and deacons. 
~ Can. g. Leaves widows and maids at liber- 
ty to marry or keep celibacy, and excommuni- 
cates thofe who hinder them from obfervin 
their vow of chaftity. 

Can. 17. Againft thofe fathers and mo- 


= 


. 


| thers who put their children to death. 


Council of BARCELONA, anno 599. 


Can. 4. If a virgin who has renounced 
the cuftoms of the world, and promifed to 
obferve continence, or any other perfon wha 
has defired of the prie/t beneditlionem peni- 
tentie—i. e. the blefiing for leading a reli- 
gious life, for this is often called peenr- 
| 14 
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tentia and converfio—do marry, or, being דא‎ 


taken away by force, will not part from 
their ravifhers, they fhall continue ex- 
cluded from the communion of the faith- 
ful, and fhall not have fo much as the 
comfort of converfation.—This canon may 
alfo be underftood literally of penance, be- 
caufe it was not lawful for penitents to 
> make ufe of marriage (if married) or to 
marry (if fingle). 


CORON “PUR Ye ΜΗ, 


St. IstpoRE 


Succeeded to the bifhopric of δου 
about the year 595. 11616 likewife for the 
celibacy of the clergy. He fays, that a d- 
fhop ought always to have lived fingle, or 
to have had but one wife — 125 ῥγζοβς, 
deacons, and _fub-deacons {hould be bound to 
continency. Among other works of diici- 
pline, he wrote the rules of the monks, ac- 
commodated to the ufe of his country. 


ST. CoLUMBANUS, 


> An Irifh monk. He contended, that the 
celibacy of fuperior clerks was commanded 
—that married perfons fhould abftain from 
the u/e of marriage for three days before the 
communion—that men were to be put to 
penance for digamy and ufury—that wo- 

men 
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men might receive the facrament with a 
black veil on— that, in cafe of aeceffty, 
confeffion might be made to Gon. 


LIGIUS,‏ כ 


A great lover of ecclefiaftical difcipline, 
and follower of the traditions of the fa- 
thers, Cyprian, Auftin, Gregory, &c.—how- 
ever, he exceeded them all; for, in one of 
his homilies, he lays it down, that ‘‘it is 
** as great acrime for a man to lie with 
*> his wife, as to eat fleth תו‎ Lent.” This 
may 631117 be believed to be very true; but, 
as δέ. Eligius meant it, who believed that 
eating flefh in Lent was avery horrible fin, 
it certainly exceeds, if poffible, the folly of 
all the preceding /azmts and fathers put to- 
gether. | 


THEoDoRUsS of CANTERBURY, 


Ordained bifhop by Pope Vitalian, and 
fent into England in 668, to govern the 
church of Canterbury. He laboured much 
in the eftablifhing of the 70/22 and church- 
difcipline in Exgland. 

In the eleventh chapter of the ritua/ at- 
tributed to him, there are many queftions 
about married perfons. It is faid there, 
they ought to abftain from the w/e of ma- 
trimony ¢hree days before the communion— 
jorty days before Eaffer—forty days before 
and after childbearing. That a lawful 
marriage cannot be diflolved, but with the 

confent 
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confent of both parties; but either of 
them may give his confent, that the other 
may withdraw into amonattery, and then, 

that the other may marry again, as if he 
had not been married before. If the huf- 
band be made a flave, the wife may marry 
at the year’s end. That a man may marry 
again within ome month after his wife's 
death; and a woman within 026 year af- 
ter her hufband’s deceafe. That a woman, 
who hath vowed widowhood, cannot marry 
again; if fhe fhould, it fhall be free for 
the hufband to let her fulfil her vow or 
not. That the d/hop may difpenfe with 
vows. It is free for one baptized to keep 
or put away his wife being a Pagan. If 
a woman forfake her hufband, within five 
years after he may take another wife. If 
fhe be carried away captive, he may marry 
another ove year after—but if fhe cometh 
again, he fhall leave this /a/. It is lawful, 
among the Greeks, to marry in the third 
degree, and among the Romans in the fifth 
only. 

Children are in the power of their fa- 
ther till fixteen years old, but, that time 
being paft, they may enter into a religious 
order. 


Council of EGARA, anno 614. 


Confirmed the decree made in that of 
Huesca, concerning the cefibacy of the 
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Fifth Council of Paris. 
Can. 1. The antient canons fhall be 
kept. 
Can. 14. Prohibits marriage with a 
maiden that has taken a religious habit. 


It excommunicates thofe that contract fuch 
marriages, ‘till they feparate themfelves, 


Council held in France, about anno 614, 
= the place uncertain. 


Can. 12. Forbids prefbyters and deacons 
to marry, upon pain of being turned out 


of the church. 


Second Council of Sevir; anno 619. | 


Can. 4. Is againft the unlawful ordina- 
tions made at 4/0/02 where perfons that 
had married widows had been ordained 
clerks. The ordinations are declared null, 
and they are forbidden to be raifed to the 
order of deacons. 


Council of RHEIMs under SONNATIUS. | 

Can. 7. Threatens to excommunicate 
thofe who fhall violently take away from: 
the church the criminals fled into it. 

The original of this privilege, allowed by 
the Heathens, and afterward by the Cd7z/- 
tians, to their temples or churches, was cer- 
tainly taken from the civine conftitution 
given to Mo/es, refpecting the fix cities of re- 


fuge in the ‘Fewi/h nation (Numb, .טאאא‎ 6.) 


though 
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though not altogether conformable to it: ₪. 
for Mo/es made the cities only a refuge, and 
that only for fuch manflayers as 130 4 
their neighbours unawares; but the Heathens 
made their temples an o/y/um for all. man- 
ner of wickedneffes. So Livy lays of the 
afylum erected by Romulus at Rome: Afy- 
lum aperuit, quo quifguis perfugerit, ab omni 
noxa /iberatus effet. ‘* He opened an afy- 
>> Jum, where, whofoever fled to it, fhould 
>> be freed from every crime.” So Hero- 
dotus {peaks of Hercules’s afylum at Athens: 
Thefe refuge-temples were afterwards much 
increafed among the Heathen, and at length, 
about the year 300, came to be in ufe among 
the Chrijlians; for they thought it a fhame, 
thatthetemples of the Heathen gods που] 
enjoy fo great a privilege, as to be refuges. 
for the opprefied, and the C4ri/lian temples 
fhould be deftitute of it: whereupon they 
were made fuch by the edict of Theodofius 
and Valentinian, and alfo by the canons of 
the councils. But although fuch grants 
might be of very good advantage among 
Chriftians, being kept within due bounds 
of the firft inftitution, to be a protection 
for the zznocent and oppreffed; yet, as they 
have been, and {till are, abufed in the Ro- 
man and other churches, being made a re- 
fuge for murderers (affaffins ) rebels, and other 
enormous criminals, they are grievous both 
to the church and all civil focieties. See 
| ג‎ 
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Cent. Editor’s note on Du Pin, Eng. edit. vol. vi. 


Vil. 


P+ 57: 
Can. 23. Forbids ravifhing widows or 
virgins confecrated to Gop. 

N. ₪. The word ravifhing means taking 


them away. 


Fourth Council of ToLEpDo. 


Can. 19. Forbids advancing thofe to the 
priefthood who have made themfelves eu- 
nuchs—thofe that have had many wives, 
or have married wzdows—as alfo thofe that 
have had concubines. 

Can. 44. Clerks marrying widows, fhall 
be feparated from them by the dz/hop. © 

Can. 56. Diftinguifheth two forts of | 
widows—{fome fecular, who do not leave the 
Jfecular habit, and other religious, which 
take a religious habit—and declares, it is 
not /awful for thefe to marry. 


Sixth Council of 10.50, anno 638. 

Can. 8. Explains a conftitution of St. 
Gregory's, whereby they fuppofe he gave 
leave to a young man, who underwent pe- 
nance under fear of death, to cohadit with 
his wife, till he was come to an age in 
which it were 90/07 to live chafly. They 
fay, that if he, or fhe, that was not put toe 
penance, furvive, he may marry again. 


Ninth 
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Ninth Council of ToLepo, 655. 


Can. 10. They declare the fons of cler- 
gymen, who were obliged to celibacy, in 
capable of inheriting. 


Tenth Council of ToLEevo, 656. 


Can. 5. Decrees that thofe who leave 
the habit of widowhood, after they have 
worn it, fhall be excommunicated, and fhut 
up in monatteries. 


Fourth Council of BRaGa, 676. 


Can. 4. Ecclefiaftical perfons are for- 
bidden to dwell with a woman, excepting 
their mother only, but not their very / ters y 
or any other near relations. 


Council held at ConsTANTINOPLE, 
anno 692. 


Can. 3. Thofe of the clergy, prefoyters, 
or deacons, that had married two wives, i 
they will not leave that cuftom, fhall be 
depofed. As to thofe whofe /écond wives 
are dead, or who have left them, they fhall 
keep the honour and place of their dignity, 
being forbidden only to perform the func- 
tions of it, it being not fitting, that he, 
who ought to heal his own wounds, fhould 
blefs others. As for them who had mar- 
ried widows, or had married, being prie/ts, 

G deacons,‏ 1 .תס 
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deacons, or fub-deacons, they fhall for a time: 


be fufpended from their function, but they 


grant them the power of being reffored 
when they /eave their wives, on condition, 
that they fhall not be raifed to a fuperior 
order. Lafily—they ordain, that all thofe 
who have been married 20/06 after baptifm, 
or have had concubines, fhall not be made 
clergymen. 

Can. 4. Such ecclefiaftical perfons as fhall 
company with a virgin confecrated to 
Gop, fhall be depofed. Laymen excommu- 
nicated. 

Can. 5. Forbids c/er&s to have with them 
qwomen, not related to them, except thofe 
which the canons allow them to dwell 
withal. It extends this prohibition to eu- 
nuchs. | | 

Can. 6. Forbids thofe that are in or- 
ders, including the /ub-deacons, to marry 
after their hina 

Can. 12. Ties the bifhops of Aric and 
Lytia to the law of the celibacy. 

Can. 44. Again{t monks guilty of forni- 
cation ot married. | 

Can. 48. The wife of him who is to be 
made a di/bop, fhall be put away from him, 
and fhall withdraw into a monaffery, at a 


diftance from the 47/hop’s refidence. 


Can. 83. Forbids giving the exchari/# to 
the dead. 


Can. 93. Condemns the marriages oF 
* thofe 


σὺ | 
thofe men and women, who are not fure of Cenr. 
the death of their wrves or bufbands. But V1. 
after thofe marriages have been contracted, 
and when the firft hufband comes again, 
he is ordered to take his wife again. 


CEnr. 
CENTURY VII. Si 


Sr. Bonirace, Archbifhop of ΜΕΝΎΖ, 


about auno 719. 


In letter 11, he confults the bifhop Pe- 
thelmus about the cuftoms of France and 
Italy, by which it was forbidden to marry 
her to whofe child he had been * godfather. 
Whereupon he fays, that, till then, he 
thought there was no #arm in it, havin 
never found that it was forbidden by the 
canons ot decrees of the holy bifhops. He de- 
fires him to inform him, whether he has 


* When it is confidered, that gedfathers and god- 
mothers are to be reckoned among animalia non de- 
fcripta—there being no trace of them in the ordi- 
nance of bapti/m as revealed in the Brble—the impedi- 
ment of marriage, which arofe from a fuppofed /piritual 
cognation between each other and the baptized, &c. 
muft appear the more unwarrantable and abfurd— 
But when men once depart from the feriptures, where 
will they ftop? 


Ga met 
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met with any thing about it in the ecclefiaf= 
tical writings. 

Near theend of a letter to S¢. Cuthéert, 
he tells him—*‘ that it were convenient to 
>> reftrain the women and virgins of Exg- 
*> Jand, from going in {uch numbers to 
>> Rome, becaufe the greateft part of them 
>> were debauched, and caufed great fcandal 
*> in the whole church ;- for 111676 18 6 
*> acity, faith he, in Lombardy or France, 
>> where there are not fome Exgh/b women 
% of a wicked life.” 


Pope Grecory 11, anno 714. 


He prohibits marriages between perfons 
related in the fourth degree. He enjoins 
the dif/hops not to ordain fuch as have been 
twice married—not to fuffer any man to 
have more wives than one—to efteem wirgi- 
nity more highly than marriage. 


Pope Grecory III, anno 731, 


Forbids marriage to the /eventh genera- 


tion. 
Prohibits a widower to marry above 


twice. 


Pope ZACHARY, anno 741. 


Boniface, a German bifhop, writes to Za- 
chary on many fubjects: among the reft, 
he 
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he defires to know what he fhould do with 
thofe 29/0002 priefis, and deacons, who lived 
in many diforders and debaucheries? Za- 
chary an{wers him, that he ought not to 
fuffer them to perform the functions and 
offices that belong to their orders and de- 
grees. 

N. B. St. Paul would have anfwered— 
If they cannot contain, let them marry. 

Boniface alfo enquires, whether it be 


true, that one of his country had obtained 


a difpenfation from Gregory III. (Zachary’s 
predeceffor) to marry his uncle's widow, 
which had been his coufin-german’s wife, 
and had received the vei/? The Pope an- 
fwers—That his predeceffor did not grant 
fuch a licence, becaufe the δον fee allows 
nothing contrary to the conititutions of 
the councils, and the holy fathers. 

He prohibited a man from marrying his 
father's god-daughter, becaufe of the /piri- 
tual confanguinity. 


ST. אאס]‎ DAMASCENE 
Highly extols the ftate of virginity. 


ST. CHRODEGAND, Bifhop of ΜΕΝΥΖ. 


Can. 15. Clerks guilty of heimous crimes, 
fuch as murders, adultery, robbery, or the 
like, fhall be chaftifed on their body; thall 
be exiled, or caft into prifon, as /ong as 
the bifhop pleafes; and fhall moreover do 
public penance. 

G 3 Pope 
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Pope 5ΤΈΡΠΕΝ 11. anno 752. 
Can. 2. Excufes a prieft who had bap- 


tifed with wine inftead of water; and he 
intimates that baptifin to be valid, in thefe 
words: Infantes fic permaneant in ipfo bap- 
tifmo—** The infants fhall fo abide in that 
*> baptifm.” 


' CHARLEMAGNE. 


This Emperor may be reckoned among 
the Latin ecclefiaftical authors, as well 
as Conflantine among the Greeks, for he 
not only laboured in the eftablifhment of 
church difcipline, but moreover he made 
feveral laws, wrote letters, and caufed fome 
treatifes of ecclefiaftical matters to be-com- 
pofed: thefe are called Capitularies. | 

He empowers 07/2024 to order the life of 
Widows. | 

That they fhall 0010796 the canons con- 
cerning the manner of veiling virgins. The 
prohibition of contracting marriages, was 
extended to the fourth degree of confan- 
guinity. 

Women were forbidden to come near the 
altars. 

They forbad to receive children into 
monafteries without the parents confent, 
and to veil virgins before ¢hirty years of 
age, and widows before the thirtieth day 
after their hufband’s deceafe. 

Prayers for the dead much practifed. 

Council 


Ὁ ΔΕΙ͂ 


Council of BARKHAMSTEAD, anno 697. 


Can 3. Adulterers, if laymen, put to 
penance—if clergymen, to be depofed. 

Can. 4. Foreigners, guilty of that crime, 
fhall be expelled the realm. 

Can. 5.and 6. Thofe of the nobility, 
overtaken in that f/m, fhall be fined in an 
hundred pence, and the peafant in fifty. 

Can. 7. An ecclefiattical perfon guilty 
of adultery, if he break off that habit, fhall 
continue in the prie/thood, provided that he 
hath not malicioufly refufed to adminitter 
baptif, or that he be not a drunkard, 


Council of Romer, under Grecory II. 
anno 721. | 


Againft them that marry‏ .11-- .בג?) 
their Aindred, perfons confecrated to Goo,‏ 
or the wives of prieffs and deacons, or who‏ 
{teal away widows or maidens.‏ 

Can. 14—16. Againft a private man 
who had married a deacone/s. 


Council of GERMANY under CaARLo- 
MAN. 


Can. 6. He or fhe, that hath com- 
mitted fornication, fhall be imprifoned, 
and fhall do penance there with bread and 
water; and if he be a prieff, he thall be 
> shut up for two years, having been whips 
till the blood comes; and then the bifhop 
fhall lay on him what penance he pleafes. 

G4 If 
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If it be a fimple clerk or monk, he fhall be 
whipt ¢éree times, and then fhut up for one 


year. ‘The nuus, which have received the 


veil, fhall be ufed after the fume manner, 
and fhaved, 

N. B. What an inftance of tyranny over 
their fellow-creatures, were thefe people 
to exhibit! they prevent them from ufing 
the means, and remedy, which Gop hath 
commanded im 222 word, and then punifh 
them moft feverely, for the natural confe- 
quences of their own prohibition! This 
obfervation will ftill hold good to this 
hour, as will be obferved in its proper 
place. 

- Can. 7. Enjoins monks and nuns ex- 
actly to follow S¢. Benedié’s rule. 


Council of Rome under Pope ZAcHARY, 
anno 74.3. 

Can. 1. Biops fhall not dwell with 
qWOMmeN . oe 

Can. 5. Anathematizeth thofe who mar- 
ry a prief's or ἃ deacon’s wife, a nun, ΟΥ̓ 
a religious woman, ΟΥ̓ their godmother. 

Can. 6. Forbids marriage with a cou/fin- 
german, : 
ΣῊ Anathematizeth thofe who fteal 
maidens and widows, to marry them. 


Can. 8. Againft thofe clerks or monks 


that let their hair grow, . 


Council 
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Council of Soissons, anno 744. 
Can. 8. Clerks fhall have no women in 


their houfes, except their mother, filer, or 


2 


Council of VERBERIE, anno 752. 


Can. 1. Thofe that marry in the third 
degree of confanguinity, fhall be put afun- 
der, and, after having done penance, they 
may marry others. Thofe in the fourth 
degree only fhall not be feparated, but only 
be put to penance if they be married; or 
otherwife not fuffered to marry. | 

Can. 2. If any man hath had com- 
merce with his daughter-in-law, he {hall 
dwell no longer, neither with the mother 
nor with the daughter; and neither the 
daughter, nor he, fhall marry others, but the 
mother may marry another. 


Can. 3. If a prefbyter marry his xiece, 


he fhall be obliged to leave her, and lofe 


his degree. If any body elfe marry her, 
he fhall be obliged to leave her, but fhall 


have liberty to marry another. 


Can. 5. If a wife confpire the huf- | 


band’s death, he may leave her, and marry 
another. 

Can. 7. Slaves, who have a concubine, 
may leave her to marry their mafter’s maid- 
fervant, though they do betrer if they keep 
the firft. 

Can. 38. Permits the mafer to oblige 

his 
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+ his flave to marry his maid-fervant, if he 


hath had any carnal knowledge of her. 

Can. 9. Imports, that, if men be forced 
to go away from the place of their habi- 
tation, and their wrves refufe to follow 
them, without any other reafon but their 
love to their own country, it fhall be free 
for thofe men, whofe wives have thus left 
them, to marry others; but not for the 
wives to marry again. 

Can. 10. Forbids him to marry who 
hath lain with his mother-in-law, and the 
mother-in-law likewife, and permits the 
father-in-law to marry again. 

Can. 11. Inflicts the fame punifhment 
on defilers of their daughter-in-law, or 
Sifter-in-law. 

Can. 12. He that lies with two fers, 
fhall have neither, though one of them 
were his wife. 

Can. 17. Permits a woman, who 601 - 
plains that her hufband never did cohabit 
with her, to try the proof of the crofs; and 
if it appears, by 220 trial, that the thing 
is fo, then fhe may do what fhe pleafeth. 

Can. 19. The flave who is fet at liberty 
may put away his wife, being a bond-wo-. 
man, and marry another. 


Council of VERNEVILLE, anno 755. © 


Can. 15. Enjoins both zod/es and the 
common people to be married publicly. 


Council 
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Council of Metz, anno 756. 


Can. 1. Againft incefts committed either 
with a perjon confecrated to Gop, a She- 
goffip, a god-mother, whether at daptifin or 
confirmation, or with a coufin-german. 

Can. 2. Appoints the depoftion of the 

_fuperior clergy, convicted of thee crimes, 
and the inferior are to be whipped or im- 


- 
Second Council of Nice, ἀλλο 754. 


Can. 22. Forbids monks to eat with 
avomen, unlefs it be needful for their /pzr7- 
tual good, or upon a journey, yea though 
they be their re/ations. 


Council of AQUILEIA, anno 701. 


Can. 4. Again{t women’s cohabiting with 
| οἰ Ὑ 7167. | 

Can. 8. Prohibits unlawful marriages 
‘between kindred, and clandeftine marriages. 
It ordains that no marriages fhall be con- 
tracted, but between parties which fhall be 
known not to be a-kin; that there fhall 
be an interval between betrothing and mar~ 
riage; that the prefence of the prief thall 
be requifite ; that kindred, which fhall be 
found to have married within the degrees 
prohibited [by the canons} fhall be fepa- 
rated, and put to penance—that, if it be 
poffible, they fhall remain uwxmarried; but 
yet, if they will have children, or if they 


cannot 
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cannot keep their virginity, they fhall be 
permitted to marry others, and their chz/- 
dren deemed /egitimate. . 

N. B. In this Popi/b law we may trace 
one fource of the delay of marriage by afk- 
ing danns — the vacating clande/tine mar- 
riages—the prefence of a prieff made ne- 
ceffary—all which, however improved in 
later times, owed their exiftence το 0 
contrivance, and all for the advancement 
of priefly emolument and authority. 

Can. 10. Forbids a man or woman, 
which have been divorced for adultery, to 
marry again. It affirms, that Jesus CHRIST 
in this cafe only permitted a man to put 
away his wife, but * not to marry another, 
and confirms this opinion by the authority 
of St. Ferom! ‘The common practice was 
then contrary to this law. 

Can. 11. Virgins or widows, which have 
promifed to live /mg/e, and have taken the 
habit, though they have not received the 
confecration from the difbop, if they do fe- 
cretly marry, or fuffer themfelves to be de- 
filed, they fhall be punifhed according to 
the rigour of the czvi/ Jaws: and befides 
this, they fhall be put a/under, and do pe- 


> nance all their life-time, unlefs the dz/hop, 


confidering the greatnefs of their repent- 


* Doubtlefs Matt. v. 32. and xix. 6. are alluded 
to.—Here is one proof, among many others, of the 
perverfion and 39016 of thofe texts. 
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ance, thew them fome favour; but at the 0 
‘point of death they thall not be deprived of {π᾿ 


the vraticum. 


CG אהת‎ 55 IX. Centr. 


Council of Metz, anno 813. 

Can. 55. Forbids parents prefenting 
their own children at the font ; or marrying 
one’s god-daughter, or one’s partner הג‎ the 
furetyfbip at a child’s bapti/m, or even the 
perfon, whofe jan or daughter one has 
brought to be confirmed. 


Council of Mrenvz, anno 847. 


Forbids all marriages, whether zxce/fuous, 
or within the degrees of confanguinity 


probibited by the laws. 


Council of Pavia, anno ὃ το. 


Can. 9. Forbids the benediction to be 
given to thofe women, who marry after they 
have been deflowered. | 

“Marriage is forbidden to 1016 who are 
under penance. δὰ 

το. Declares that men cannot law-‏ .תג-) 
fully marry the perfons they have forced ;‏ 
and allows fuch perfons no ad/olution, but‏ 
juft at the peint of death, See Deut. xxii.‏ 
.29 ,28 


Council 


1 .} 
Council of Rome under Lro IV. anno 853.6 


Can. 29. Commands, that women, who 
0160060 ἃ religious life, fhould not marry. 
Can. 36. Prohibits men’s putting away 


their wives, and marrying others, unlefs 


in cafe of adultery, and orders. If a man 
and his wife are willing to part, to embrace 
a religious life, they mutt do it with confent 
of the dz/bop. 

Can. 37. Forbids * polygamy. 

Can. 38. Againtt marriage within the 


degrees forbidden. 


Second Council of Turtium or Tout, 

| anno $60. 

Can. 2. Widows or virgins devoted to 
the fervice of Gop, who marry, fhall be 
imprifoned, and put to penance “till their 
death. 


Council of WorMs, anno 868. 


Can. 9. Contains a law of celibacy for 
all in facred orders. | 

Can. δι. Widows who have taken the 
veil, prayed in the church among the pro- 
feed nuns, offered oblations with them, 
and promifed to continue in that ftate, fhall 
never leave it. 


* The authority on which this praéfice is forbid- 
den, being the fame on which marriage it/elf is pro- 
hibited, in fo many inftances unknown to the /crip- 
tures, mutt, to be fure, be truly refpectable | 

Can.‏ סו 
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Can. 34. Prohibits to marry a god-mo- 
ther or god-daughter. 

Can. 35. Condemns to the penance of 
murderers, thofe women who caufe abortions 
in themfelves. | 

Can. 26. Subjects to penance, and 6- 
parates him from his qwz/e, who hath lain 
with his w2/e’s daughter by. another huf- 
band. | 
Can. 44. Condemns adulterers to feven 
years penance, 


Second Council of Douzy, anno 868. 
Duda, a nun, being with child by Hunt- 
burtus, a prieft, an aflembly of di/hops met, 
and ordered Duda that fhe fhould be put 
to penance, and {courged by the 22000, in 
the prefence of her Affer nuns, and not 
be received into communion ’till after /e- 
ven years penance. ‘They condemned fwo 
nuns Who.knew of it, but did not difcover 
it, to three years penance, after being mode- 
rately chaftifed with the red. It is not faid 
what became of Huntburtus. | 
Qu? How many child-murders mutt fuch 
proceedings be the occafion of ? The canons 
which we findagaintt the/e, and caufing abar- 
tion, are fad proofs of their frequency. 


Council of Troyes, 878. 
They made a canon, forbidding all Cdri/~ 


tans to marry a_fecond wife while the firft 


is living, 
Council 
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Council of CoLoGNe, anno 877. 


Revived the canons of councils againtt un- 
lawful marriages. 


Council of .א‎ 


Can. 10. Enyjoins clergymen abfolutely 
to have 20 woman to cohabit with them. 

Can. 26. Forbids that wzdows 11141 be 
eafily admitted to the veil—if they embrace 
a fingle life, it orders, that they be put into 
the monatteries, where they fhall live regu- 
larly with the nuns. If they violate their 
profeffion, they fhall be punifhed canonically. 
They renew the canon of Eleria, made’ 
concerning virgins devoted to Gop, which 
violate their virginity. 


Council of Metz, anno uncertain. 

Can. 5.  Priefts fhall have no women 
with them; no, not fo much as their wo- 
ther or fifter. 

Can. 10. -Excommunicates fome perfons 
that had ge/t a prief, who would oblige 
one of their kinfwomen to return to her 


hufband. 


Council of VIENNA, anno 892. 


Cane: Priefts fhall have xo women 
with them. 


Council of Tripur, anno 895. 


‘Can. 5. He that kills a prief, thall do | 
ve 
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five years penance. After this he may 
come into the church, but fhall not com- 
municate ‘till five more years be ex- 
pired. , | 
Can. 12. Baptifin fhall not be admi- 
niftered but at Eaffer and Whit/untide. 

B. There are many canons to this‏ .א 
purpofe in the preceding centuries, but‏ 
they always add—*‘ except in cafes of necef=‏ 
fity.”‏ 

Can. 23. Revives the laws againft 
thofe who marry :קש‎ confecrated to 
Gop. 0 
Can. 33. Revives thofe canons, which 
exclude fuch perfons from holy orders as 
have made themfelves eunuchs. | 

Qu? If, as the clergy were condemn- 


ed to celibacy, thefe were not the propereft | 


perfons for clergymen ? 

Can. 40. Declares the marriage of a 
man and a widow μηδ, who have com- 
mitted adultery together in the life of the 
hufband, under promife of marriage. 

Can. 41. If an impotent perfon marry 
a woman, and his brother abufe her, they 


fhall 06 parted, and fhe fhall not have 


commerce with either of them; yet the 


bifhop may permit her to marry again, 
after the guzty perfon hath done penance. 
Can. 43. Ifa perfon commit fornica- 
tion with a woman, who hath lain with 
his fon or brother without his knowledge, 
and he depofeth upon oath that he is not 
VoL, Hl. H con{cious 
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con{fcious of any fuch thing, he may marry, 
after he hath done penance. 

Can. 47. Allows him who is godfather 
to a man’s child, to marry his widow, if 
fhe was not his godmother. 

Can. 48. If a man by chance marry 
the daughter of his godmother, he may 
keep her, and live with her as his wife. 

Can. 49. Forbids, that fuch as have 


- committed adultery together fhould ever 


marry, dwell, or have fociety together. 
If they have any eftate, it fhall be kept for 
the adulterous offspring. 

Can. 51. Repeats the prohibitions made 
to an adulterer, to. marry the woman after 
her hufband’s death. 
> Can 54 and 58. Appoints /even years pe- 
nance for wilful murderers. — Among other 
things—he {hall not lie with his wife. See 
Gen. ix. 6. 


Council of NANTES. 

The canons which bear the name of 
this council, are a collection of conftitutions 
made at different: places. 

Can. 3. Forbids a prief to have any 
woman with him, yea, thofe that are ac- 
cepted by the canons. It forbids alfo we- 
men to approach the a/tar. 

Can. 12. Allows a man to put away 
his wife for adultery, bat not to marry 
another in her life-time. Hie may be re- 

conciled 
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conciled to her, but on condition that δὲ .אפ‎ 
does penance with her. ΙΧ. 

Can. 13. Three years penance for fingle 
fornication. 

Can. 14. Seven years penance on him 
that commits adultery, if married. Frve 
on him that is not married. | 

Can. 17. Lays fourteen years penance 
on a voluntary and public murderer. Five 
years he fhall be feparated from the church; 
the reft of the time he may be at prayers, 
but without offering or communicating. See 
Gen. ix. 6. 

The difhops of Germany, in a letter to 
Pope Joun VIII. call Rome—*< the holy 
“* apoftolic fee—the original of the CuRIs- 
*% TIAN RELIGION—and the fource of 
‘© PRIESTLY DIGNITY.» 


Pope Nicnoras 1. anno 858. 

Proves, by the canons, that thofe who 
have married fwo fiers, may not. marry 
any more for the future. 

That thofe who have married their rela-. 
tions, and are upon that account divorced, 
cannot marry as long as doth of them live : 
but it is not forbidden when one of them 
dies. 

That marriage ought not to be forbidden 
abfolutely to fuch as have committed the 
crime of /odomy, provided they repent of 
their fin, and have left off that cur/ed 


habit. | 
fH 2 Ney 
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N.B. This curfed habit is punifhed tefs 
rigoroufly, than the having married two 
Sifters. 

Touching the ceremonies of marriage, 
he fays, that, after detrothing, the prieft 
ought to caufe the perfons to come into the 
church with their offerings (7. 6. to the 
prieft) and there give them his benediction 
and the ve7/, which is not to be given in 
fecond marriages. That, being gone out of 
the church, they fhould wear crowns upon 
their 20003. Thefe are the ordinary and 
folemn ceremonies; which, as the Greeks 
fay of theirs, need not neverthelefs be δίς 
ways obferved. That confent, according 
to the /aws, might fuffice, and that, if 
that be wanting, the reft fignifies no-. 
thing. 2 

N. 3. This article is very important— 
it contains an authentic record, even upon 
the teftimony of a Pope, that in the nmth 
century, facerdotal benedittion, or even in- 
terpofition, or other ceremony of an eccle- 

aftical kind, were not 60611977 to the va- 
lidity of marriage; but that confent of the 
parties, according to the laws, both in the 
eaftern and weftern empire, was fufficient. 

He forbids marrying in Lent. Leaves 
it to the 0//202, or prief, to determine, 
after what manner, a man fhould 6 
his wife during that time. 

He exprefsly forbids a man to have two 
wives atatime. Permits all defevers to 

make 


fer: J 
make the βρη of the crofs upon the table, 


and to give a benediction thereon in the 


abfence of the pref. 


Pope Joun VIII. 872, 


Decides, that a man ought not to be 
parted from his wife, becaufe he had dap- 
tized his child himfelf in a cafe of nece/~ 
₪ 

That it is not per 8 to Chriftians to 
marry their kindred, fo long as they can 
make out any relation. ‘That all thofe 
who are (ὃ married, and will eep their 
wives, or thofe that thall fo marry for the 
future, to be fubject to the church’s 000- 
thema by APosTOLIc authority, and for- 
bids all prieffs to give them the /acrament, 
till they have done penance. 

He alfo declares it unlawful to have two 
wives, or to have a wife and a -- at 
the fame time. 


ST ΤΥ ל‎ 


Du Pin opens this century, with an ac- 
count of the quarrel between Leo, Empe- 
ror of the Haff, and Nicholas, the patriarch 
of Conftantinople, who refuled to marry Leo 
to a fourth wife. Having had three before, 
but no 11186 male by them, he, being de- 
firous of ἃ μη to fucceed Ἀπ: married a 
fourth wife; but Nicholas refufing to marry 
him to ἜΤΗ lady, whofe name was Zoe, a 


ἘΠ2 prefbyter, 
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Cent. preflyter, whofe name was Thomas, ven-~ 
Χ. tured to do it. Nécholas depofes Thomas 
for this, and excommunicates the Emperor 
himfelf. 

Leo had recourfe to the Pope (Sergius) 
for his approbation of the marriage, which, 
becaufe fuch fucceflive marriages were to- 
lerated in the Wef?, he eafily obtained. 
But Nicholas the patriarch, continuing ob- 
ftinate, would not acknowledge the Empe- 
707. 8 marriage as valid. ‘The Emperor ba- 
nifhed him, and placed Enthymius in his 
room. Nicholas wrote to the Pope, and 
{tify maintained, contrary to the practice 
and opinion of the church of Rome, that 
to marry a third or fourth time, was abfo- 
lutely unlawful. But the patriarch, re- 
ceiving no an{wer from Rome, wrote ano- 
ther letter to Pope Joun, wherein he of- 
fers, to obferve a fair correfpondence and 
union with the δοῖν fee, provided he would 
own, that a fourth marriage was not to be 
permitted to the Emperor, unlefs by way 
of indulgence, or confideration of his royal 

perfon, and that, mm it/elf it was unlawful. 

The clergy were divided into two parties, 
one declaring for Nicholas, the other for 
Enthymius ; but were re-united in the year 
g20,; and made a treaty of union in an 
eccletiattical convocation, by which (with- 
out difannulling any thing that was paft) 
they ab/olutely prohibited for the future a 

Jourth marriage, under pain of excommunt- 

cations 
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cation, to be inflicted on thofe who fhould 
contrat fuch marriage, and to be in force 
during the continuance of fuch marriage. 
They likewife infli@ed a penance, of five 


years, on fuch as fhould marry 2 


time, being above forty years old: and a 
penance of three years on fuch as fhould 
re-marry, after thirty years of age, if they 
had any children by their former mar- 


riages. 
| Anno 956. 


On the death of the patriarch Theophylad, 
the Emperor conftituted Polyeuéta in his 
room. This patriarch had a warm difpute 
with the Emperor Nicephorus Phocas, who 
‘having married Theophanes, the widow 
of the Emperor Romanus, Polyeucta threat- 
ened to excommunicate him, unlefs he 
would renounce her. 1. Becaufe this was 
the fecond marriage which Nvcephorus had 
contracted, without fubmitting to the pe- 
nance due to thofe who were guilty of é7- 
gZamy. 2. Becaufe it was reported, that 
Nicephorus had ftood godfather to one of 
Theophanes’s children.—The Emperor pro- 
pofed thefe queftions to the dz/hops who 
were then in Conffantinople, and to the 
chief of his councz/; who left him at liberty 
to keep 7260200062 as his wife: and Po- 
lyeucta himfelf did not infit any more on 
the diffolution of the marriage, after the Em- 
peror had afiured him upon 007, that he had 

H 4 never 
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Cent. never ftood god-father to any of Theophanes’s 
‘children. 


Leo VII. 


Declares that marriage between a man 
and his god-mother or god-daughter is for- 
hidden. | 
| Thofe prie/s who marry publicly, thall 
be deprived of their dignity; but their 
children fhall not be endamaged thereby. 


Arto, Bifhop of וז תת ל‎ | 
Shews, that, by the ecclefaftical and civil 


laws, marriage is prohibited to thofe who 
had contracted a fpiritual affinity by bapti/m; 
contrary to the advice of that 2//202, who 
found fault that one who had married his 
god-father’s daughter, was divorced from 
her, and excommunicated, till fuch time 
as he made his appearance in a court of 
judicature, before the archbifhop and bi- 
foops. 

Ambrofe, a prieft of Milan, writes to 
Atto, to tell him, that thefe forts of mar- 
riaces were likewife prohibited in his 
church. Afto writes to ecclefiaftics in his 
own diocefe, againft thofe who kept com- 
pany with lewd women, with whom they 
maintained a fcandalous familiarity, and 
whom they kept and maintained out of the 
revenues of the church. 

Abgut the end of this century, RoBerT, 

| King 
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King of France, being a widower, by the 
death of Queen Lufgarde, his 2 wife, 
had married Bertha, fitter to Radulphus 
the βαρ, King of Burgundy, who was 
the widow of Eudes, firft Count of Char- 
tres. But forafmuch as fhe was his ἀπ) 
woman, and he had formerly ftood’ god- 
father to one of ser children, though 
he had taken the advice of feveral ὀ7- 
foops of his kingdom about it, yet the 
Pope oppofed this marriage as nu//, and 
contracted between perfons, who, according 
to law, couid not marry together. King 
Robert did what he could to confirm this 
marriage, and fpake about it to Leo, the 
legate of Gregory V. in France; who made 
him believe, that he would obtain of the 
Pope what he defired, provided he would 
caufe Arnulphus to be reinftated in the 
archbifbopric of Rheims. In the mean time, 
notwithf{tanding the judgment which was 
paffed in favour of the 4rchébifbop, Pope 
Gregory V. held a-council at Rome, anno 
998, in the prefence of the Emperor 0 
III. at which 3111660 Gerdert, at that time 
archbifhop of Ravenna, and twenty-feven 
bifbops of Italy. In this council he de- 
clared, that King Rodert ought to part 
from Bertha, whom he had married con- 
trary to the laws, and do penance for /feven 
years together, according to the degrees 
fet down by the canons; and if he would 
not, he fhould be anathematized: that 

| Bertha 
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Bertha fhould fubmit to the fame penalty ; 
and he excommunicated Archembold, arch- 
bifhop of Tours, who had celebrated that 
marriage, and the 2/0/2002 of France, who 
had either 0/0200 or confented thereto, ’till 
fuch time as they fhould come, and give 
the holy fee fatisfaction. | 

This fentence of the Pope made fuch 
an impreflion on the minds of men, that 
all the &7ng’s domeftics, except two or three, 
abandoned him, and would no longer have 
any converfation with him, and even 
caufed the veffels, out of which he had 
eaten or drunk, to be burnt. King Robert 
at laft gave ear to the advice of 4640 the 
abbot, and parted with Bertha, two or 
three years afterwards. Lro IX. (as Ives 
of Chartres relates it) fays, that they came 
to Rome with the 27/2025, to obtain their 
abfolution, and get. their penance miti- 
gated. 

The author of the life of 4440 does 
not fay that Kmg Robert went to Rome; 
but, that he confeffed his fault both pub- 
licly and privately: that he afked pardon, 
and did penance for it. That which is moft 
evident is, that the marriage was of no 
longer force. 


Council of CoBLENTZ, anno 922. 
Can. 1. Forbids marriage between re- 
lations, to the Axté generation. 
| Council 


{ον} 


Council of 20082050, anno 952. 

Can. 1. Pricfs, deacons, and fubdea- 
cons that marry, fhall be.depofed, accord- 
ing to chap. 25. of the council of Car- 
thage. | | 
Can. 2. Againft thofe clergymen who 
keep /ii/picious women in their houtes. 

Can. 7 and 8. Forbid them to hinder 
clergymen and canoneffes from embracing the 
monaftic \ife. 

Can. 11. Not only 00/0002. priefts, dea- 
¢ons, and fub-deacons fhall lead a /ingle 
life, but alfo, the other clergy fhall be 
obliged to live continently when they come 
to years of maturity. 


General Council of ENGLAND, 


Held by 52. Dunstan, Archbithop of 
CANTERBURY, 


Cent. 


cae 


Ordained, that all prieffs, deacons, and 


Jubdeacons fhall embrace a regular and mo- 
nafiic courfe of life, or retire. Accord- 
ingly, St. Dunftan, and Ofwald and Ethel- 
wold, bifhops of Worcefter and Winchefter, 
turned the 0/0 clergymen out of moit part 
of the churches, and put monks in their 
place, or elfe forced them to affume the 
monaftical habit. 

A certain very potent 20/1 having mar- 
ried one of his kinfwomen, St. Dunfian 
excommunicated him, and refufed to take 


off 
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off his excommunication, although the king 
(Edgar) had commanded him, and the 
earl had obtained a brief of the Pope for 
his reftoration. At laft the ear/, in fear of 
thofe punifhments which the divine vengeance 
inflicts on excommunicated perfons, left his 
kinfwoman, did public penance, and threw 
himfelf down proftrate before St. Dun/tan, 
in a council, 20/0/00, cloathed with a 
woollen garment, holding a bundle of reds 
in his hand, and lamenting his fz; from 
which St. Dunjtan gave him abfolution, 
at the requeft of the di/hops of the coun- 
cil. The arrogance of this proud pref, 
fhews us to what a height of infolence 


‘and tyranny churchmen were now arrived. 


“δὲ, Dunftan was made archbifhop of 
‘* Canterbury, anno 961. His {kill in the 
** liberal arts and fciences (qualifications 
“ much above the genius of the age he 
‘*-lived in) gained him firft the name of a 
“* conjurer, and then of a faint. He is 6- 
*> vered as fuch by the Romani/ts, who keep 
** an holy-day in honour of him, yearly on 
** the 19th of May”—/(vide alfo the Pro- 
teftant Kalendar.)—“< The monkifh writers 
** tell us, that he was once tempted to 
** Jewdnefs by the Devi/, under the fhape of 
“<a fine lady; but inftead of yielding to 
‘* her temptations, he took the Devil by the 
“* nofe with a pair of red-hot tongs.” See 
Grey’s Hup. part 2. cant. 3.1. 618. n. 


ALFRIC, 
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Atrric, Archbifhop of CANTERBURY, 


Succeflor of 82. Dunffan—wrote a letter 
concerning the monaffic life—and another 
againft the marriage of clergymen. = 

Few councils were held in this century. 
In moft part of them the decrees were 
concerning ¢ythes—againft churchmen who 
keep concubines — and again{ft marriage 
among near relations. ‘The degrees of con- 
fanguinity were extended to the feventh, in 
which it was forbidden to contraét mar- 
riage; and /pzritual affinity took place, as 
well in the ea/fern as the weffern churches. 
Such as married with the/e impediments were 
* divorced without redrefs ; neither were any 
difpenfations granted, as it appears from the 
cafe of King Robert, and that of the Empe- 
ror Nicephorus Phocas. 

Fourth marriages were abfolutely pro- 
hibited in the eafern, but not גג‎ the 
weftern parts. | 

In the reign of Edmund king of - 
Anglia, about anno 944, atime when monks 
and prieffs had gotten full poffeffion of the 
underftandings and confciences of man- 
kind, a mixed fynod or affembly was held, 


wherein ceremonies of marriage, and preli- 


minary /ecurities, which the parties were 


to give one another, were fettled. See 
Rapin, vol. 1. 214. 


* See Mark vii. 9. 


RATHERIUS, 
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_ Raruerius, Bifhop of Verona, 
A man of great repute in Italy. A moft 


violent ftickler for the canons. He wrote 


feveral treatifes: in one of which, he de- 


claims againft the irregular lives of the 


clergy of his time, and falls upon their zm- 


modefty, which was then at fuch an height, 


that ‘one could fcarce’” (fays he) ““ 4 
** aman fit to be ordained a dz/hop, or any 
>> bifbop fit to ordain others.” He reckons 
up feveral horrible ftories, and charges 
them chiefly with an infamous commerce 
with women. ey. 

Another treatife is an injunction againtt 
the marriage of a clergyman’s fon of Ve- 
rona, which was performed on a Sunday in 
Lent. He declares it zrregular, and that 
no marriage ought to be celebrated during 
Lent, nor on faft-days, nor on Sundays, nor 
on 4olydays: and orders all thofe who com- 
mit fuch a fau/t, to faft forty days; that is 
to fay, when others eat at nine 001008, they 
fhould ftay *till moon ere they eat—when 
others eat at 2002, they fhould faft ’till three 
o'clock. He excommunicates fuch offenders, 
as would not fubmit to this penance, and 
declares that Gop would confign them over 
to eternal damnation. 


Fuxicus, Archbifhop of RueiMs, anno 882. 
This archbifbop wrote to feveral 0/9 and 


princes, among others, to Alfrede King of 
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Britain, whom he congratulates on the Cenr. 
choice he had made of a worthy perfon to _ <- 
fill the fee of Canterbury ; becaufe he heard, 
that, in his country, he advanced fuch {ort 
of men, as permitted the dz/hops and prie/'s 
to have women among them, and the /aics 
to marry their 27/0700, as well as thofe vir- 
gins who were dedicated to Gon’s fervice, 
and to have a wife and a concubine at the 


fame time. 


Bo, a Be ey‏ ץ וס ליי 


St. Fursert, Bifhop of CHARTREs, 


Determines, that a woman who was en- 
gaged on oath to marry a man, could not 
‘marry another, ’till after his death, or by 
is confent. A woman, not being willing 
to live with her hufband, and faying, 6 
had rather live a nun, the hufband defires 
he may have leave to marry another. 82. 
Fulbert declares, that, "618 his opinion, he 
could not have leave, ’till fhe were either 
dead, or turned reclufe. 

About the muddle of this century the fa- 
mous difpute concerning the prefence of 
Curist’s body and blood in the eucharif? was 
revived. | 

Berenger, principal of the public {chool 
at Tours, and afterwards archbifbop of An- 
gers, aman of a moft acute and 102116 ge- 

nius, 


Cent. 
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nius, and highly renowned both on account 
of his extenfive learning, and the exem- 
plary fandtity of his life and manners, (fee 
Mofheim, edit. Maciaine, vol. i. p. 534.) had 
the affurance to deny the bodily prefences 
and to maintain, ** that the dread and wine 
“‘ were not changed into the body and 
>> blood of CurRist, but preferved their 
*> natural and eflential qualities, and were 
** no more than figures and external fym- 
* bols of the body and blood of the di- 
*> vine SAVIOUR.” 

This wife, fcriptural, and rational doctrine 


was no fooner publifhed, than it was oppofed 


by certain doctors of France and Germany: 
but Pope Leo IX. attacked it with peculiar 
vehemence and fury, in the year 1050; and 
in fwo councils, one at Rome, the other at 
Vercelli, had the doctrine of Berenger fo- 
lemnly condemned, and the book of Sco- 
Tus, from which it was drawn, committed 
to the fames. ‘This example was followed 
by the council of Parts, which was fum- 
moned the fame year by Henry I. in 
which Berenger, and his numerous adhe- 
rents, were menaced with all forts of 
evils both fpirizualand temporal. | 

Thefe threats were executed in part 
againft this unhappy prelate, whom Hen- 
RY deprived of all his revenues. Mofheun, 
ibid. 

Lanfranc, archbifhop of Canterbury, was 
one of Berenger’s moft formidable enemies. 


He 


0 
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He, and numbers of other confiderable 
churchmen, wrote againtt Berenger’s heretical 
doGtrine. But one of the moft curious; 
was GuirMmonD, archbifhop of תפצב‎ 

who wrote books againtt that 4erefic, as 
Berenger was called; in one of which, 

Guitmond anfwers an objection made by Be- 
renger, viz. ** That the flefh of Jesus 
>> CurisT is zncorruptible, but the facra- 
ὃς ments of the altar are spelt Bik I if kept 
~€ too long. 

Guitmond’s reply to this, contains fuch a 
proof of the fze of men’s under{tandings, 
where they are retrenched by prejudice and 
juperftition, to the ftandard of vulgar notion 
and popular opinion, that I cannot forbear 
laying it before the reader, as the tranflator 

οὗ Du Pin now lays it before me. Cent. xi. 
p. 18. 

Guitmond replies—that, thong the‏ אד 

** confecrated bread {eems to be corrupted, to 
““ the apprehention of corrupted men; yet, 
הז‎ reality, itis not changed at all; and 
** that it does not appear a/tered, ὙΠ as 
ἐς a punifhment of the infidelity and ne- 
** gligence of men—that it cannot be 
‘© gnawn by mice, and other vermin; and, 
*> if at any time it appears to be fo, ’tis 


** only to punith the negligence, ‘or try 


.*> the faith of men. 

> Nor will he admit, that the fre can 
“* confume thefe my/feries;.and he fays, that 
>> with veneration they commit it to this 
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moft pure element, to be carried up 
into Aeaven. 

*> Laftly, he affirms, that, though the 
eucharift may ferve for nourifhment, yet 
it does not turn to excrement: and as to 
that objection which might be made— 
that, fuppofing a man fhould eat nothing 
jor fome confiderable time, but confecrated 
bread, he would neverthelefs have occa- 


«* fron to go to ftool—he an{wers, that, ‘tis 


66 


matter of fact which has never been yet 
experienced, and that it could never en- 
ter the heart of any Cazholic to try fuch 
an experiment.—That if any of Beren- 
ger’s party thought fit to do it, one 
fhould not trouble one’s head much, 
about what became of the ma/s of thofe 
infidels, which committed fo great a 
crime ; becaufe, fays he, we do not be- 
lieve that the dread and wine are necefla- 
rily changed into the dody and 0/000 of 
Jesus CuRristT, unlefs among thofe whe 
have faith to believe this myftery, and 
that the words of Jesus CHRIsT are 
efficacious. | 
*> Laftly, if any of them fhould order 
a Catholic prieff to coniecrate one or 
more great loaves, to try the experi- 
ment, it is to be believed, that this loaf 
would not be turned into excrement; or 
rather, that Gop would permit thefe 
hereticks to be deceived, by ordering fome 
angel or fpirit to convey away this con/e~ 
5 “© crated 


εἰς 1 
ἐξ crated loaf, and to put an ‘unconfecrated Cent. 
€¢ “one in its fread.” ΧΙ. 
This Berenger, or Beringarius, as Fox 
calls him, was the firft that was deemed 
an heretic, for denying Tran/ub/lantiation: 
See Fox Mart. vol. 11. p. 383. 


LANFRANC, Archbifbop of CANTERBURY: 

In a letter to the archbifbop of York, he 
very clearly determines, that it is not lawful 
for a man or a woman, ‘divorced for aduj- 
tery, to marry again. 

Letter 21. To bifhop Herfaft, about a 
man whom he had ordained deacon; with- 
eut having any order for it; who, befides, 
was a married man, and would not turn off 
bis wife. He enjoins the dihop 0 86 
the man from his deaconfhip, to give him, 
for the future, only the four /efer orders, 
and not to place him among the deacons 
unlefs he would /ve jingle. If he did that, 
then he fhould not confer the order of 2 
con upon him again, but only grant him a 
power of difcharging his functions, by 
giving him the go/pe/s in a fynod or affeme 
bly of the clergy. 


Council of Pavra, under Pope 
BeneEpicr VII. 
| Deer. τ. and 2. Prohibit the clergy from 


having any concubines, and from living with 
women. 


I 2 Council 
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CENT. Council of Rome, 1o0fr. 
ΧΙ. 7 


Gregory bifhop of Verceil was depofed 
for adultery, and feveral laws made againft 
incontinent clerks. 


0 - 
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Can, 11. No perfon fhall marry a rela- 
tion, to the /eventh generation, fo long as 
the 4/0704 may be known, 


anna 1063.‏ ,%כ1 


Alexander 11. held this council, confift- 
ing of above 100 di/hops. They revived 
the decrees of Leo 1%. and Nicuotras I]. 
again{t thofe who married their kindred, till 
after the /eventh degree. 

In two other councils held at Rome, Alex- 
ander condemned thofe who maintained, 
that the degrees of confinguinity ought to 
reach no farther than to coufin-germans, 

» which 6ב‎ calls the erefy of the Nico- 
lattans. | 


HILDEBRAND, or * GreGory VII. 


This. Pape’s decree againft thofe clerks 
who either kept concudimes or were married, 
removed, in Germany, Italy, and Frasce, a 

-* For the hiftory of this mifereant, fee Fox, 
vol, i. 196. (Ὁ או‎ 


great 
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sreat many ecclefiaftics out of their places, 
who were found guilty of having פ5‎ 7 
commerce with women. | 
Thefe men not only complained of this 
yoke, which the Pope would impofe upon 
them, but they likewife inveighed ופה‎ 
him, and accufed him of advancing an in- 
fupportable error, and {uch as is contrary 


to the words of Our Saviour, who fays, 


that a// men are not able to live continently; 
and contrary to the words of 6 
who enjoins thofe who cannot. live) cont:- 
nently; to marry. 


They added, that this law, which he 


would impofe on them, which obliged them 
to live like angels, by offering force to the 
ordinary * courfe of nature, would be the 
caufe of great diforders: that, moreover, 
if the Pope pertifted in his refolution, they 


had rather renounce the 07/0/2020 than mar-=. 


* Qu? How much lefs is it contrary to ‘* the or- 
** dinary courfe of nature’’ to compel men to live in 
a {tate of celibacy (for that is the fact) who cannot af- 
ford a divorce from adulterous wives, or who are under 
neceflary, perpetual, and irrevocable /eparation, and, 
perhaps, bound by large penalties to abf{tain from all 
intercourfe whatfoever with the women to whom they 
have been married? Pope Gregory had juft as much 
right to impofe celibacy on the clergy, as the Protefant 
powers have to infliét it on fuch as are above-men- 
tioned. Such a thing was never heard of in the 
Jewifh law, nor ever would have been thought of, 
unleis men had abolifhed .the whole economy of that 
mott righteous /y/tem relative to marriage, and taken 
upon themfelyes that which belongs to Gop only. 


I 3 rhage, 


CEN Te) 


XI. 
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Cent. riage, and let him fee if he could get 00+ 

XI, gels to take care of their flocks, fince he 

would not make ufe of men. This was the 

language of thofe corrupted ecclefiattics (fays 

Du Pin) according to the account of an 
hiftorian of that time. 

But the Pope preffed the execution of 
his decree, and wrote very warm letters to 
the di/bops, to oblige them to take ftrict 
care of it. 

The archbifhop of Mayence doing his ut- 
moft therein, found how difficult it was 
to root out an abufe, {o inveterate, and 0 
general, as this was; and before he pro- 
ceeded again({t the refractory, he gave them 
fix months time to reclaim. Laftly, having 
called a fynod at Erford, he told them, that 
they were either to renounce their pretended 
marriages, or elfe their attendance on the 
altar. 

When they found they could not, by 
their prayers, prevail upon him to alter his 
refolution, they withdrew from the coun- 
cil in great wrath, threatening either to turn 
the archbifhop out or to kill him. He, to 
pacify them, ordered them to be called back 
again, and promifed he would fend to Rome, 
and endeavour to work the Pope over to 
another mind. | ' 

The decree of Gregory met with no lefs 
oppofition in France, Flanders, England, 
and Lombardy, than it did in Germany; and 
this oppofition rofe fo high at ses cP 

= that 
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that they caufed a man to be durnt, who Cenr. 
had afferted that married priefts ought not ΧΙ 
to celebrate the ma/s, or any divine office, 

and that no man ought to 80102 them 

therein. 

All this did not difcourage Gregory VII. 
in the aff: -on the contrary, he wrote fe+ 
veral letters to the princes and 0/2021 of 
thefe countries, whereby he enjoins them 
not to tolerate clerks that were married, 
or kept concubines. He then ordered an 
apology of his decree to be iffued out, in 
the nature of a manifefio, wherein he very 
much exalts the authority of the Joly fee, 
and the decreta/s of his predeceffors. 

He afterwards decreed, that the dz/hops, 
who fhall permit priefls, deacons, or fub- 
deacons of their diocefe to live married, 1 
be /ufpended of their functions. 

During this 17000000, Hugh bifhop of 
Dia, held a council at Poiérers, wherein it 
was decreed— 

Can. 8. That the children of 270/02, and 
baftards, fhall not be admitted into oly or- 
ders, unlefs they be monks, or live in a re- 
gular convent. But that they fhall not hold 
any ecclefiaftical preferments. 

Can. 9. Sub-deacons, deacons, and priefts, 
fhall have no concubines, or any other fuf- 
picious women in their houfes; and all they 
who hear a mafs of a prief that keeps 
a concubine, {hall be excommunicated. 

William Duke of Acquitain, and Count of 

I 4 Poitiers, 


| pags) |’ 


Cent. Portiers, having married one of his relations, 
the /egate of ΝΣ holy fee, and the arch- 
bithop of Bourdeaux, called a fynod, ta 
oblige him to part from her. However, 
the duke, of his ‘own accord, parted from his 
wife. With this fubmiffion Gregory was 
highly pleafed. 

‘Gregory determined that a woman, who 
had married one of her kinfmen, and was 
become a widow, ought not to receive any. 
dowry, from any part of her hufband’s re- 
venue, nor to have any advantage of that 
marriage, which was in its own nature null. 
. Letter 48. He orders a man who had 
killed his brother, to be prevented marrying 
till he had done penance. 

Letter 50. He determines, that one who 
is not. born in /awful wedlock (1. ὁ. fuch as 
the canons deemed Jawful) cannot be ad- 
vanced to the epi/copacy—becaufe it is con- 
trary to the canons. Ὁ 


Council of ΜΈΨΡΗΙ, under URBAN If. 
anno 1089. 


ax II. renewed the decrees againft‏ גד 
the fimoniaca]l, and concerning the celibacy‏ 
were in oly orders. He‏ ל of thofe‏ 
therein enjgins, that none fhall be admitted‏ 
into δον orders but fuch as had 166‏ 
lives, and had never been married to more‏ 
than one woman. © He declares the fons of‏ 
prigfts incapable of holy orders, unlefs 2‏ 
ave‏ 


1 
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have taken upon them the monaftical har ,א‎ 
bit. | ΧΙ, 


Council of BENEVENTO, 0200 1091, un- 
op וס בח‎ ἀοιδόν, Hy: 

Can. 4. Laics are forbidden to eat fle/h 
after Ajh-Wednefday—and all the faithful 
of both fexes are enjoined to put 40/20 on 
their heads on that day. | 

It is likewife ordered, that 3 6 
fhall be /alemnized, from Septuage/ima Sun- 
day, till after 6ב‎ of Whitfuntide ; 
and from the firft Sunday in Advent, till 
after the 00/0006 of Epiphany. 

Council of CLERMONT. 
Can. 9, 10. Againft thofe clerks who 
_ keep concubines. τ΄ | 

Can. 11. Prohibits promoting to holy 
orders the fons of concubines, or the beftow- 
ing any benefices upon them, unlefs they- 
have embraced the monaftical or canonical 
life. 

Can. 25. The children of prieffs, dea 
cons, and fiub-deacons, {hall not be promoted 
_ to holy orders, if they be not either monks 
or regular canons. 

Can. 29, 30. Thofe who fly to a crofs, 
fhall be as fecure as thofe who fly to a 
church. ‘They fhall not be delivered up to 
jufiice, till they are affured that no violence 
fhall be offered to their lives or members. 


Council 
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Council of Nismes, anno 1096. 


Can. 10. Thofe who marry their re/a- 
tions {hall be excommunicated. 

In this century, there were violent con- 
troverfies between the Latin and Greek 
churches; and among other curious particu- 
lars of accufation againft the Greeks, Car-~ 
dinal Humbert charges them with permit- 
ting married men to wait at the altars, even 
at the time when they had to do with their 
wives: and charges Nicetus with being a 
Nicolaitan, becaufe he oppofed the cehbacy 
of the prieffs and deacons. He explains the 
canons, which prohibit 2706/02 from parting 
with their wrves, of the care they ought to 
take of them, in looking upon them / 
as their wives, though they ae no carnal 
knowledge of them. 

He produces the canon of the council of 
Nice, concerning women who live with 
clerks, and feveral authorities of the Popes, 
to prove that priefis ought to live 00/7 
(i. e. in celibacy.) 

He charges the Greeks for not ordaining 


priefis, till they had obliged them to marry, 


and concludes all with anathematizing Ni- 
cetus, who had written on thefe points 
againft the Latim church. 

Whoever has a mind to read as much 
nonfenfe and abfurdity as would reach from 
Rome to Conftantinople, and back again, may 
meet with it in thefe famous controverfes 

between 
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between the Lafins and Greeks. One CENT. 
charge againtft the Latins was, that, ‘* monks δ 
** might be permitted to eat 0/2 and bu- 
τς con,”—Another—* that they were συγ 
>> of eating cheefe and eggs in the holy 


ες ayeek.” 


Peter Damien, Cardinal Bifhop of 
OsTIA. 


In a etter to his nephew Damien, (whom 
he exhorts to be zealous in the exercifes 
of a monaftical life) he reproves him for 
having gone from an 4ermutage to a monaf- 
tery, and exhorts-him to return thither 
again. In another, he reproves a monk, who 
delayed turning ermit, becaufe he could 
hardly perfuade himfelf not to drink wine. 

This Cardinal wrote a treatife called 
the Gomorrhean, dedicated to Pope Leo IX. 
who- approved of it, in a letter which is 
prefixed at the beginning. In this tract he 
proves that clergymen who have committed 
fins of uncleannefs, which modefty does 
not permit to be named, ought to be de- 
prived for ever. He rejects the canons of 
the penitential books, which impofe too light 
Δ: for thofe forts of crimes, of which 

‘he fhews the enormity ; he inveighs againft 
thofe perfons who are guilty 01 fuch noto- 
rious offences, and exhorts them to a {peedy 
repentance, and to do fevere penance. = 
N. B. How is it, that this cardinal did 
fot fee, that the unnatural wickednefs, 
which 
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Cent. which he complains of, among the clergy, 
was the natural confequence of their ce/j- 
bacy, and being fhut up together in monaf~ 
tertes, where no womenzmutt ever enter? 

Ὁ But fo blinded was this 00/0/01 to the 
real fource of the evil, that, when he be- 
gan to think the time of his diffolution 
drew near, he excufed himfelf from going 
to Mount Caffin on a vifit, ‘ left he thould 
«* die out of the precincts of a monaffery.”* 

In a tract dedicated to Yohn bithop of 
Cefena, and to the archdeacon of Ravenna, 
he confutes the opinion of the lawyers, who 
reftrained the degrees of confanguinity, in 
which one might contract marriage, to the 
fourth degree, and imagined that grand- 
nephews and grand-nieces may intermarry. 
He maintains, that as far as any confan- 
guinity or afinity can be difcerned, matri-= 
mony ought not to be contracted; which 
takes place to the /eventh degree. 

‘He alfo treats at large of alms-giving, 
and fhews the ufefulnefs of it, both for 
the /vmg and the dead. 

Treatife 17th, to Pope Nicholas 11. he 
exhorts him to put a ftop to enormities 
committed by unzchaffe clergymen, and to 
make ufe of the feverity of the canons 
againft them, in imitation of Phineas ’s 
zeal. 

His etghteenth treatife confifts of three 
letters, which /hew, very evidently, whom 
he ranked among unchafte clergymen; for 
כ‎ 6 


[ 49% ] 
he fhews that the clergy are obliged to 
lead a /ingle lifey and inveighs mott bitterly 
againit thofe who married or kept concu- 
Binds | 
In another letter, he recommends cha/fity 
to his nephew Damien, and perfuades him 
to receive the communion every day, to be 
in a condition to preferve that virtue. Af- 


terwards he gives him wholefome inftruc- | 


tions to ו‎ the 0 of the 
Devil. 


Sr. AnsetmM, Archbifhop of CANnTER- 
BURY, 1089. 


In a treatife of marriages between near 
relations, he enquires into the reafons of 
that prohibition, which he extends on/y to 
the fixth degree of confanguinity. 

This /aimt was a great oppofer of priefts’ 
marriage. Under his aufpices a council 
was held, in which was decreed, * an or- 
+ der for priefts to be fequeftered from 
their wives, which before were not for- 
bidden (in England) according as the 
words of mine author do purport (fays 
>> Fox) whofe words be thefe. ANsEL- 
>> mus probibuit uxores facerdotibus ANGLO- 
RUM ante non probibitas. Quod quibuf- 
““ dam mundifimum vifum eft, quibufdam pe- 
*< riculofum, ne dum munditias viribus ma- 
>> jores appeterent, in tmmunditias horribiles 
“© ad Chrittiani nominis Jummum dedecus tn- 


ce 
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“4 ciderent. 11007, .1מוו11‎ --* ANSELM pro- 


>> hibited 
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hibited «ούτε: to the pricfts of the Eng 
ἐγ, which were not prohibited before. 
Which thing appeared to fome sof 


filthy, to others dangerous; left, while 


they earneftly etideavoured after greater 


‘* purity, they fhould fall into zmpurities, fo 


66 


horrible, as to bring a difgrace on the 
Chrifiian name. ANSELM did not at- 
tend to this, but made a canon for the 
excommunication of fodomites, which was 


never publifhed.” See Thelyph. vol. is 


. 177, ἢ. ἅτ edit.—171, fecond edit. 


<< After this council, Herbert, bifhop of 
Norwich, had much ado with 6ב‎ 4 
of his diocefé, for they would neither 
lave their wives, nor quit their benefices : 
whereupon he wrote to Anjelm for ad- 
vice. Anjelm required him (as he did 
others at the fame time, by writing) to 


perfuade the people of Norfolk and Suf- 


folk, that, as they profeffed Chrifizantty, 


they fhould fabdue them as rede/s againtt 
the church, and utterly drive both then 
and their wives out of the country, 
lacing monks in their rooms. | 
ἐς The like bufinefs had 9100 
archbifhop of York, in depriving the 
priefis of his province of their wtves: 
which thing, with all his ¢hunderings 
and excommunications, he could hardly 
bring about. 
«© Upon this ruffling of Anfelm with 
married pricfts, were rhyming verfes 
ἐξ made, 
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' made, to help the matter withal, when Cent. 
‘© reafon could not ferve ; which verfes, 
> for the folly thereof, I thought here to 


++ annex, 


ὥς. 


Lal 


>> O male viventes, verf{us audite feqtentes ; 

“© Uxores veftras, quas odit fumma poteftas, 

Linguite propter eum, tenuit qui morte tropheum, 
>> Quod fi non facitis inferna clauftra petetis. 

“ς Curisti fponfa jubet, ne Prefbyter ille miniftrets 
“© Qui tenet uxorem, Domini qui perdet amorem: 

“© Contradicentem fore dicimus infipientem : 

‘© Non ex rancore loquor hec, potius fed amore.” 


See Fox. Mart. vol. i. ps 216. 


. 
[Δ] 


I ftand not to comment on the falfe 
profedy in thefe verfes—their qua/ity, not 
their quantities, are moft to the purpofe ; 
the Engl/h reader may be acquainted with 
the former by the following tranflation— 


>> O ye evil-livers, hear the following verfes 5 

>> Your wives, which the SUPREME PoweER hateth, 

>> Leave for his fake, who triumphed in death ; 

>> Which if ye do not, you WILL GO To HELL. 

>> The fpoufe of CHRIST commands, that the Prefbyter 
fhould not minifter, 

>> Who keeps a wife, who will lofe the love of the Lord. 

>> He that contradicts this, we fay, 1s foolifh :—— 

“© 1 [peak not this out of rancour, but rather from love.” 


We may obferve, that zow the feeds of 
oppofition, and contempt of the word, and 
ways, and «οἱ οί Gop, concerning marriage, 
in this ingdom, were growing up, from 
the planting of Aujtin the monk, anno 597, to 
the watering of his fucceffor St. Anfelm, who 
died anno 1109, towards that maturity, to 

which 
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| %58 [ 


which they will be found to have arrived, 


> 61076 we have finifhed our enquiries upon 


the fubject. | 

Some years after the above verfes had 
been fent forth, they met with an anfwer, 
from the pen of Walter Mapes, archdeacon 
of Oxford, in the reign of Henry 11. 8 
fame Walter feems to have been a very 
merry fellow, and to have indulged a vein 
of pleafantry in all his compofitions ; fome. 
of which I have feen, and among others 
the following dro/e on the prohibition of 
clerical marriage, which I will here infert 
for the entertainment of my /earned readeérs ; 
and if any of them will favour me with a 
fujtable tranflation of them, it fhall make 
its appearance in the next edition of this 
volume, that my unlearned readers, as well 
as they, may find a little entertainment in 
the midft of this dry and barren defart of 
Popifh quotation. | 

Part of the account which I find of this 
man, in an old book, intitled,; ** Remaznes 
‘© concerning Brittaine’—printed anno 1629, 
runs thus— | | 

‘© Walter de Mapes, arch-deacon of Ox- 


ford, who, in the time of Κα, Henrve 11. 


<< filled England with his merriments, when 
>> the Pope forbad the clergie their wives, 
>> became proctor for himfelf and them, 
>> with thefe verfes; defiring only for his 
5% fee, that every praeff, with his /weet-heart, 
* would fay a pater-nofter for him.” 


wn 


Prifciani 


[ 129 ,] 


Prifciani regula penitus caffatur, | אק‎ 
Sacerdos per hic & hee olim declinatur; Ὁ Xie 


Sed per hic folummods nune articulatur, 
Cum per nofirum prafulem hxc amoveatur. 
Ita quidem prefoyter cepit allegare, 
Peccat criminaliter qui vult feperare 
Quod DEUS injunxerat, feeminam amare: 
Zales dignum duximus fures appellare. 
O quam dolor anxius, guam tormentum grave, 
Nobis eff dimittere quoniam fuave ! 
O Romane Pontifex, fratuifii prave, 
Ne in tanto crimine moriaris, cave. 
Non eff * Innocentius, ima nocens vere, 
Dui quod facto docuit, fiudet abslere, 
Et quod olim juvenis voluit babere, 
= Modo vetus Pontifex fiudet prohibere. 
Gignere nos pracepit vetus teffamentum, 
Uti novum probibct nufguam eff inventum : 
Preaful qui contrarium donat documentum, 
Nullum neceflarium bis dat argumentum. 
Dedit enim Dominus malediG@ionem 
Viro qui non fecerit generationem ; 
Ergo τἀ] confulo, per hance rationem, 
Gignere ut hab as benediGtionem. 
Nonne de militibus milites procedunt ὃ 
Et rezes a regibus, qui fibt fuccedunt ? 
Per locum a fimili omnes jura ledunt, 
Clericos qui gignere crimen effe credunt. 
Lacharias habuit prolem S uxorem, 
Per virum quem genuit adepius honorem ; 
Baptizavit enim nofirum SALVATOREM :>=- 
Percat qui teneat novum hune errorems 
Paulus celos rapitur ad _fupertiores, 
, Ubi multas didicit res fecretiores : 
> Ad nos tandem red ens, infiruenfque mores, 
Suas (inquit) habeat quilibet uxores. 
Propter hac, & alia dagmata dodiarum, 
Reor effe melius, FS magis decorum, 
Luifgue SUAM habeat SF non proximorum, 
Ne incurrat odium, Ff tram eorum. 
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* Nomen Papas, 


«. 


Vor. II. | K ; Proximornm 
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CENT. Proximorum faminas, filias, & neptess 
ΧΙ. Violare nefas eft, quare nihil difceptes : 
Vere Tuam habeas, & in wac deleétes, 
Diem ut fic ultimum tutius expedtes. 
= 15006 jam pro clericis multum allegavi, 
Necnon pro Prefbyteris plura comprobavi :— 
PATER-NOSTER nunc pro me quoniam peccaviy 
Dicat quifque PRESBYTER cum SUA SUAVI. 


Synod of ARRAS, anno 1025. 


News being brought to Gerard, bifhop 
of Cambray and Arras, that there was a 
fect of heretics arrived from Italy, who 
taught, that ‘* marriage was condemned by 
*> the ordinances of the gofpel,” the bifhop 
fummoned a fynod at Arras, wherein this, 
and fome other errors, were refuted, and 
the heretics brought to fubfcribe a recan- 
tation. 


Council of 2008028, anno 1031. 


Can. =. Priefis who cohadit with their 
wives, {hall only be readers or chanters for 
the future. Deacons and fub-deacons fhall 
not be fuffered to keep their wzves or con- 
cubines. 

Can. 6. The 20/2022 fhall oblige them 
to take an oath to that purpofe, at their or- 
dination. 

Can. 7. All who are employed in mj- 
niftertal functions, fhall have ecclefiaftical 
tonfure—i. e. their beards fhaved, and the 
crown made on their heads, 

Can. 
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ὕλη. 8. The fons of deacons or Sub-dea~ a 


cons fhall not be admitted into the clergy. 

Can. 10. Such fhall be deemed /ons of 
clergymen, as were born after their fathers 
quitted the ecclefiafticul {tate, and returned, 
to that of /aics. 

Can. 11. Bifhops fhall declare, at the 
time of ordination, that they excommunicate 
thofe who {hall prefume to prefent to them 

fons of clergymen to be ordained; and that 
fuch as have got their ordination by fur- 
prize fhall be depofed. = 

Can. 16. Thofe who leave their wives, 
except upon account of adultery, fhall not 
inarry others, as long as the former are 
living, nor the women other hufbands in 
like cafes. 

Can. 17. No man fhall take to wife a 
relation, to the /fxth and feventh degree of 
confanguinity. — 

Can. 18. . None fhall marry, in like 
manner, his 20/00 wife, 

Can. 19. Noman thail give his daugh- 
ter in marriage to any prie/?, deacon, or /ub- 
deacon, or to their fons. 

Can. 20. None fhall marry the daughe 
ters of the clergy. After the feffion of this 

fynod, Aimo the archbifbop declared, that 
St. Martial fhould be ftyled an apo/fle in all 
the church offices. 
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Council of Limoces, anne 1031. 

The fame queftion was debated, and af 
ter many arguments, the apofolical dignity 
was conferred on St. Martial. 

‘For the nonfenfical difputes about this 
St. Martial, between the priefs and monks, 
fee MosHeEiM, edit. Macl. vol.i. p. §40—1. 

The canons againi{t incontinent clergymen 
were revived. 

The bifhop of Puy en Valay reported, 
that the Goant of Clermont being excommu- 
nicated, for leaving his lawful wife to marry 
another, made a journey to the court of 
Rome, where he obtained ad/olution of the 
Pope, who had no notice of the /entence 
patied againft him. That the 2//202 having 
made a complaint, the Pope returned for 
anfwer, that he ought to blame himfelf 
for what had happened, as he did not in- 
form him that the Count was excommuni- 
cated. The Pope added, that, if he had 
known it, he would have confirmed the 
bifbop's fentence, becaufe he makes profeffion 
to afiift his brethren in every ching, and not 
oppofe them: therefore he abrogated and 
made void the 26207006 and abfolution grant- 
ed to that excommunicated perfon, who 
ought to expect nothing but acur/e, ‘till he 
has made /atisfaction, and has been daly ad- 
Solved by his diocesan. | 


Councils 
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Councils held in FRANCE, 1040. 


It was ordained in all thefe councils, that 
the people fhould abftain from eating 2 
on Fridays and Saturdays, and from drink- 
ing wine on F ridays ; and that, in confidera- 
tion of this ad/finence, offenders fhould be 
difcharged from other penances, provided 
they bound themfelves by oath to ob- 
ferve it. | 

A great number of bodies 01/2, and 


abundance of relics, were brought into thefe: 


councils; and it was generally believed, 
that many miracles were wrought therein. 


Council of Ruzims, dino 1049. 


The bifhop of Langres was accufed. by 
one of his clerks, for that he, the faid 47- 
Joop, took away the wife of him, the faid 
clerk, and after having 200/20 her, made 
her a wun. ‘The d7/hop, not appearing, was 
excommunicated: as were all thofe prelates, 
who, being fummoned to this 007/02, and 
did not appear. N.B. Here is a prece- 
dent of excommunication for non-appearance 
מס‎ 

Can. 11. No man {hall take to wife any 
of his near relations. 

Laftly. All thofe perfons were excom- 
municated, who {hould protect, or hold cor- 
refpondence with, the new heretics of 
France, the fodomites, and certain lords who 


K 3 had 
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Cent. had contracted forbidden marriages, and af= 
ΧΙ. faulted fome bifhops and other clergymen. 


Council of Tours, 1060. 


Can. 9. Thofe men who marry their 
kinfwomen, or thofe women who keep an 
unchafte correfpondence with their £inj~ 
men, and refufe to leave them, or to do fe- 
nance, thall be excluded from the commu- 
nion of the faithful, and turned out of the 
church. 


> NorRMANDY. 


Council of RouEN, anno 1050. 


Can.1. The articles of faith, comprized 
in the creed of the catholic and apoftolic 
church, ought to be firmly adhered to. 

Qu? What was become of the /crip- 


tures? 


Council of Listrux, aumo 1055; and that 
of RovEN, anno 1063. | 


The archbifbop of Rouen, under whom 
the preceding council was held, was de- 
pofed anno 1055, in another council con- 
vened at Lifeux: — that which chiefly 
brought on him this condemnation, was 
the difpleafure of duke /’z/ham, his nephew, 
who was incenfed againft him, becaufe he 
had excommunicated that prince, upon ac- 
count of his marriage with the princefs 

| 2 Matilda, 
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Matilda, his kinfwoman, the daughter of CENT- 
Baldwin count of Flanders. XI. 
This prelate publifhed a confeffon of 
faith againft Berenger’s erroneous opinions. 
See before, 113. 


Council of RoveEN, anno 1072. 


Can. 14. No marriages fhall be folem- 
nized privately, nor after meals. The dride- 
groom and bride, being fafting, fhall be 
bleffed by a prieff, in like manner fafling. 
Before he proceed to marry them, enquiry 
fhall be made, whether the parties be not 
relations, in the feventh degree of confan- 
guintty. “ἢ | 

Can. 15. Priefis, degeons, and /ub-dea- 
cons, Who are married, cannot enjoy any 
church revenues, nor difpofe of them by 
themfelves or by others.:, | 

Can. 16. Aman cannot marry a widow, 
with whom he is fuppedied to have converfed 
{candaloufly, in her hufband’s life-time. 

Can. 17. A man, whofe wife is veiled 
a nun, cannot take another as long as fhe is 
living. 


GERMANY. 


Council of SELINGENSTADT, anno 1023. 


Can. 1. Abftinence from eating fleth 
fhall be obferved fourteen days before the 
= feftival of St. “fobn, and before Chriftmas ; 
on the vigils of the Epiphany, of the fe/ti- 
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vals of the apofiles, ‘of the aflumption of the 


- 


Virgin Mary, of St. Lawrence, and οὗ all. 


the fants. 
Can. 2. Fixes the Emder weeks. 


Can. 3. Denotes the tirne when the fo- 
lemnization of matrimony is forbidden, viz. 


from Advent till after the Epiphany (five 
weeks) and from Septdagefima ’till after 
ftafter (nine weeks) making. together above 
a quarter of a year; as 8110 on the above- 
Specified days of abftinence. N.B. Let the 
reader add all thefe together, and he will 
be at a lofs to: conceive when marriage 
could be folemnized. | | 
.םג2)‎ 11. The firft degree of confan- 
guinity {hall be #éckoned from the 000//0- 
german, + | 
| מ‎ 
The Council of Menrz, anno 1069. 
= Sigefroy, or Sigefrid, archbifhop of Mentz, 
held this council, in which the emperor 
Henry IV. made a propofal to divorce his 
wife, becaufe he could have no iffue of her 
body. Szgefrid inclined to this opinion ; 
but Peter Damien, the Pope's legate, being 
arrived, prevented the dvarce. ‘The arch- 
bifhop wrote to Alexander 11. that * he had 
>> prohibited the emperor from divorcing 
*> his wife under pain of excommunication ; 
>> but that this prince having alledged, that 
* he could not have carnal copulation with 
* her, and the empre/s having owned her 
‘ gmpotency, he found himfelf obliged to 
«© confult 


n~ 


a 


wn 
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> confult the Holy See about fo extraor-. Cent. 
*> dinary a cafe; that he was unwilling to XI. 
* pafs judgment on the affair in a council, 

*> which was called upon /00/ occafion, 

>> till he received his anfwer, and en- 

>> treated him to fend his /egates, to examine 

> and decide the matter in Germany.” 

How this matter ended is not faid, but, saz 
it is to be fuppofed, in favour of the 0- | 
vorce; and that the emperor married again : 
as we find dim, with his emprefs and his 
fon, afterwards waiting, bare-leggec and 
bare-footed, at the gates 01 Canujium, three 
days and three nights, in the depth 01 win- 
ter, before he could be admitted: to have 
an audience of Pope Hildebrand, who had 
excommunicated him. See Fox, vol. 1, 202. 


»4 
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ENGLAND. 


The Council of AENHAM, 0080 4 


King Erhelred called a council, in which 
Elphegus, archbithop of Canterbury, and 
Ethetred, archbifhop of York, aflitted, and 
made feveral conflitutions and rules, that. 
ought to be followed by the clerks and 
monks—concerning the celibacy of prieffs, 
and other chrgymen—againit fuperflitious 
practices and imcontinency—about the rights 
of churches, particularly Sz. Peter’s pence 
—the great feflival of the Virgin Mary— 
the Ember weeks—concerning the time in 
which marriages are forbidden to be 10- 

: lemnized 
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lemnized—about the interval to be 00- 


ferved by widows before they marry again, 
which is a year. 


Council held at Lonpon, anno 1 075. 


Superftitions were forbidden, and the celi- 
bacy of the clergy was /rriétly enjoined. 


1)" anno 1102 *. 
Can. 4. Revives the con{titutions about 


celibacy. 

Can. 12. Declares promifes of mar- 
riage, made without witnefles, to be zu//, if 
denied by one of the parties. 

Can. 14. Prohibits marriages to the %- 
venth degree of confanguinity. 

Can. 16. Sodomy is forbidden under very 
fevere penalties, and this cafe is referved to 
the cognizance of the di/hops. Thefe con- 
ftitutions were confirmed by the fee of 
Rome. | | 

In the year 1108, St. Anfelm held ano- 
ther council at London, in which he made 
ten very rigid canons againtt priefts and dea- 
cons, who married, or /ved incontinently. 


* N.B. This Council rather belongs to Cent. XII. 
but [ fet it down as 1 find it in Du Pin. 


SPAIN, 
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SPAIN. 


Council of Coyaco, anno 1050. 
Can. 3. Priefis and deacons hall not 


keep any women in their houfes, unlefs their 
mother, fifter, aunt, or mother-in-law. 

Can. 4. Perfons guilty of murder, adul- 
tery, or any fort of uncleanne/s, fhall be 
obliged to do penance; and if they refufe 
to do it, they fhall be /eparated from the 
church and the communion. 

Can. 12. | Thofe who have taken /anc- 
tuary in a church, nay even within fhirty 
paces of it, fhall not be taken from thence 
by violence. 3 

Du Pin, in his obfervations on this 
eleventh century, fays, that marriage, and 
concubinage of clergymen, had their czreer, 
at laft, quite ftopped, by the means of a 
vaft number of decrees; that the fentences 
of excommunication were 10 frequent as to 
become contemptible. ‘They extended even 
to the third generation of thofe who coa- 
verfed or correfponded with the excommu- 
nicate. 

The ufe of the difciplining whip, un- 
known to all antiquity, began in the end 
of ¢his century—the cuftom of doiny pe- 
nance for another, was likewife introduced 
at that time. : 


CENTURY 


CENT. 


Centr. 
» 6 


[ 140 ] 


ΟΝ "של‎ REC eee 


Ivo, Bifhop of CHARTRES, | 


Was a great writer; Du Pin mentions 
287 letters of his, yet extant. 

Letter gg. Is the refolution of a quef- 
tion propofed by Gualon, abbot of Sf. 
Quintin in Beauvais, viz. ‘ If children 
** under fx years of age can be contratted 
ἐς or married with one another; and in 
ἐς cafe there be only a contract between 
* them; and one of the parties die, whe~ 
or enier tHe furviving party may marry the 
““ brother or fifter of the other ?” | 
| * Anfwer. None can actually marr 
«till the age of fourteen, but that chil- 
>> dren may promife marriage to each other, 
>> as foon as they are at years of difcretion, 
*> which he determines to be at /even years 
‘* of age; and that a contract agreed on at 


“that age, fhall ‘hinder either party, if 


 * one of them die before they are com- 


** pleatly married, from marrying with the 
‘© brother or fifter of the deceated.”’ 
Letter 122. To Volgrin, archdeacon 
of Paris, afferts, that a “fewz7/b woman, 
marrying a Chri/tian hufband, and after- 
wards returning to ‘fudaifi, 1s not freed 
from her conjugal vow, nor, though 6 
leave him, can the man marry with ano- 
ther during her life. 
In 


] ® ἢ 
In Letter 123, To Gaultier, library~ Cent. 
Keeper of the church of Beauvais, he gives Xb 
his opinion on a dificult cafe, which he 
Thad confulted him upon—viz.—** how he 
>> fhould proceed againft a 40/0, who had, 
“ina profane re made ufe of other 
> ceremonies and words than are: preferibed 
>> ב1‎ the form of marriage?’ 75.168 }}8 
him, that > he had never yet heard of fo 
Ἣν foul a Jacrilege, nor was there azy provi- 
הסחי‎ againtt it in the canons ; and there- 
“ς fore, 1% eing a crime wholly mew and 
** unparalleled, {ome more than ordinary 
** punifhment ought to be inflicted on the 
*> author of it: however, not to deal 0 
“© feverely, without warrant and authority 
>> from {cripture, or the ecclefaftical laws, 
“* he thinks it fufficient, that fuch punifh- 
“© ment be laid on him, as the canons or- 
᾿ς der to be 1016460 upon thofe that vio- 
““ late the /acraments and holy things.” 
On the above we may 0216706, that mar- 
riage was getting more into the hands of 
the priefis—that the church had increafed 
“its ceremonies fince the time when the prie/?, 
only attended to give a benediction—that 
they were very * jealous of any difrefpect to 
thefe ceremonies—but that marriage was not 
yet a facrament. 
Letter 155. ‘To 000, archdeacon of 


* As well they might be, for they hung by the 


flender thread of human invention. 
10 Orleans, 
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Orleans, Ivo treats of this queftion, ἐς If 
** a woman who has committed /fornica- 
“* ton, and is great with child, may 
*> marry? and concludes, that, in ftriét- 
*> nefs, no great-bellied woman ought to 
*> have earnal knowledge with any man— 
*> but, confidering the infirmity of the 
‘* flefh, St. Paul advifes men to ufé their 
“ own wives, for avoiding fornication, al- 
*> though they are with child, and there- 
** fore, by confequence, a man may marry 
>> ג‎ woman in that condition.” 

N.B. Here we may fuppofe what they 
meant by fornication, namely, the man 
and woman coming together without a prief: 
this, as we fhall find, was not brought to 
its perfection ‘till the next century. 

Letter158. He acquaints Hugh, arch- 
bifhop of Lyons, that King ΡΠ and his 
fon are refolved to 1486 the marriage void, 
of Conftance, the king’s daughter, and Hugh 
earl of Troyes, becaufe of their being too 
nearly related; and defires the archbifhop to 
fend 12660117 to all the 4:/hops, fummoned 
to court on this occafion, the genealogy of 
both families. 

Letter 161. He afferts, that a man, 
who promifes marriage to a woman, and 
afterwards marries another, ought to be 
divorced, and to return to his firft * en- 


gagement. 


* See this, the ecclefaftical law of England, vol. i« 


p- 30, 1ftedit.—p. 31. 24 edit. 
Letter 


] 143 1 
Letter 167. 116 writes to the di/hop of 


Mans, to hinder the marriage of one who 
had already engaged himfelf to another wo- 
man. 

Letter 174. He affures Mathilda, 
Queen 01 6 that he will pray for 
the foul of her brother (Edgar, King of 
Scotland, who died without iffue anno 
1107 ;) for though he doubts not but his 
foul is in Abraham's bofom, yet, fince we 
cannot be certain of the ftate of fouls in 
the other world, it is a piece of com- 
mendable devotion to pray even for thofe 
in 4eaven, that their bappine/s may be aug- 
mented, and for thofe in purgatory, that 
their fins may be forgzven them. 


Letter 187. He admonifhes the Coun- | 


tefs of Chartres, to leave troubling the 
abbot and monks of Bonneval, on account 
of the murder of Hugh the black. Qu? 
If Hugh the black had murdered the abbot 
and monks, whether this good di/hop would 
have been fo merciful ? 

Letter 202. Headmonifhes Daimbert, 
archbifhop of Sezs, to correct two fcanda- 
lous 300168 in his church; one, of the 
chaunter’s holding another preferment, 
contrary to his oath; the other, in one 
of the chapter’s keeping in his houfe two 
women of ill fame. 

Letter 205. Is written to a knight, 
who fufpected his wife to be with child by 
another, becaufe he had been abfent. from 


her 
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Cent. her foven days longer than is ufual, betweert 


11 


ree‏ יי 


the times of conception and bringing forth, 
and becaufe the perfon, whom he fuf- 
poate of being too familiar with her, had 

een durnt in patting the trial of ordeal. 
_As to the computation of time, Jvo tells 


Shim, ¢iat ought not to fway him, fince 


many women go much longer with child; 
and for the trial by fre, no heed is to be 
given to it: fo that thefe two reafons 
prove nothing againft the one/ly of his 
wife; whofe oath, and the good word of 
her neighbours and acquaintance, ought 
fully to fuffice in vindication of her. 
Letter 218. He writes to Gualon, bi- 
fhop of Paris, that the canon of that church, 
who had lately been married, ought to 
lofe his preferment, and be degraded from 
being a clergyman, but that his marriage 
muft remain good and valid. 
Letter 221. To ‘fohbn, bifhop of Or- 
Jeans, concerning ἃ freeman's having mar- 
ried a fave, without knowing her to be 
fo. Iva fays, that by the civil law, the 
marriage is void, and he may guit her, 
and marry another woman; but that, by 
the laws of * Gop and nature, they ought 
to keep together,. or at leaft, if he put 
her away, he may not marry again. 
Letter 222. To the clergy of dutun, 


she enquires, if a woman, who has been 


* Qu? When the civi/ law contradicts the laws of 


> Gop and nature, which is to be followed? 


guilty 
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guilty of adultery, muft neceffarily be dr- 
vorced-from her hufband? and concludes, 
that, in ftrictnefs, fhe ought; but by the 


wifdom of the gofpel, {uch a temper was- 


prefcribed as may reconcile her to her huf- 
band. | 

Letter 242. To Owen, bifhop of Eu- 
reux, he explains himfelf concerning his 
having given his opinion that a freeman, 
who had married a flave, without knowing 
her to be fuch, ought to be divorced from 
her ; and adds, that this is not diffolving a 
dawful marriage, but only declaring that it 
is unlawful for them to live together any 
Jonger, their marriage being zu// by law— 
z. δ. the czvi/ law. See before, p. 144. 


Letter 145. To Hugh, earl of Troyes, 


who having lifted himfelf for the Aoly land, 


defigned to put away his wife, and live in | 


cehibacy——he commends his refolution. 
Letter 246. He declares, that it is not 
allowable for a man to marry fwo /jfers 
fucceflively, though the marriage with the 
former was never confummated. 

Letter 162. To Pontius, abbot of 
Cluny, he fhews him the reafon, why, in 
the confecration of the 600, at the Lord's 
Supper, the words ** myftery of faith” are 
added, which were not ufed by our Sa- 
vrouR;, at the inftitution of the /acrament ; 


and fays, that this is done, becaufe we judge’ 
of the greatne/s of the myfery contained in 


it, not by the /enjfer, but by farts. 
VoL. Lik, 0 א‎ . B. 


CENT. 
XII: 


[ 146 J 


B. To believe what contradiéts the‏ .א 


Jenjes, 18 not faith, but folly—See Locke, 
Hum. Und. b. Wg Cade. 
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The Contents of the XVII. parts of the 
DECRETAL. 


VII. Is of the retirement and fingle lives 
of monks and nuns, and of the penance to 
be undergone for the breach of the vow of 
continency. 

XV. Of penances, and cammutations of 
penances.—N. B. See 1 App. to 
chap. X. 


Pope Pascua II. 


Held ג‎ fecond Lateran council, in the 
which he made an oration to the difhops 
there affembled, anno 1116, on the mfal- 
ibility of the church, and to prove that it 
had never been guilty of bere/y, nor, as it 
ihould feem, ever could.—It is for rh7s 
church, 1816 he, that the Soz of Gop prayed, 
juft before His pafion, when he faid— 
Peter, I have prayed for thee, that thy faith 
fail not.—N. B. It is to be remarked, that 
thefe people feldom quote fcripture, but, as 
the Devil did, to abufe it. 


Council of RHEIMs, 000 
Here Pope Calixtus 11. publifhed 9 
eanons. 
Can. 5. Againft the pricfs, deacons, and 
fub- -deacons, Who had weves pg athe | 
LATERAN 
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LATERAN Council, anno 1123. 


- Can. 3. Renews the prohibitions made 
by the /ews of the church, againtt clerks 

aving wives or concubines, or to live with 
women; excepting fuch as are exempted 
by the council of Nice. 

Can. 5. Renews the prohibition of 
marriage among re/ations. yey: 
= Can. 21. Does again prohibit the mar- 
riages of the clergy, and declares the maz- 
riages which they have contracted πη. 
This is the canon (fays Du Pin) which ex- 
preffly pronounces the nzu/lity of the mar- 
riages of fuch perfons as are in holy or- 
ב אב א‎ | 

The 17006 wrote to the clergy of Ter- 
rouane, that they ought not /wffer any mar- 
ried clergy among them. 


| St. BERNARD. 

William, Duke of Guzenne, havin g quar- 
relled with the bifhop 01 20/0/07, 4 
to be reconciled to him: to furmount his 
obftinacy, Sat Bernard took the blefed fa- 
crament, and carrying it to the place 
where the duke was, conjured him in the 
hame of Fefis, and with fuch terrible 
words, that the frightened duke fell flat 
upon the ground, and was forced to be 
reconciled to the bifhop of Pozétiers. 
Among other things, St. Bernard affured 
the dukes that the Son of Gop was come iz 
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Centr. ferfon* tohim, This faint was a great hero 
XII. in monkery, and at his death left behind 
him near 160 monafteries of his order, 


Jounded by him. 


Pope Evcentius III. 

Writes to Hildegarda, abbefs of Mont 
St. Rupert, commending her /pirit of pro- 
pheey, advifing her to preferve, by her 20- 
mility, Gop’s grace granted unto her, and 
always to make ufe of prudence, in the uz- 
folding of thofe my/teries which Gop had 
revealed to her. 

In this century various fects of beretics 
arofe, fome of which maintained, that 
*י‎ the forbidden fruit was Adam’s carnal 
““ knowledge of Eve,” and that ‘* no 
*> perfon could be faved in a married ftate.” 
Thefe called themfelves Cathart, or Purt- 
tans. Abfurd and unfcriptural-as thefe 
berefies were, yet they were as defenfible as 
“ferome s—Cottus premium mors—the cel- 
bacy of the clergy—and monkery. The only 
very material difference between the Catha- 
γῆν and their oppofers, feems to have been, 
that the latter had the authority of the 
church to maintain their errors, while 
the former were unprotected by 270 
power 22 theirs. -Thus— 

Little villains muf? fubmit to fate, 
That great ones may enjoy the world in frate. 
GARTH. 
> * Ts it.poffible, that, when 82... Bernard told this 
fwingery he could believe it himfelf? 
fe = Peter 
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Peter ABELARD. 

The hiftory of this unfortunate man is 
well known. I will only obferve, that all 
the miferies he underwent, were wholly oc- 
cafioned by the enormous and wicked -1%1ת1‎ 
tution of clerical ce/ibacy. His ftory is told 
at large in Du Pim, Cent. 12. chap. 7. 

One of the errors imputed to this father, 
is, that he maintained, the dread and wine 
at the a/tar, to remain the fame in fubjiance 
after confecration, as before it. 


Pope ALEXANDER III. 

Letter 23. Inveighs againtt clandeftinemar~ 
riages, that were contracted without the de- 
nedittion of 3 prief?. See Thelyph. vol. 11. 149 
--156 1 edit. p. 141—149, 2d edit. 


Bifhop of Mans. After-‏ דתפפפכגז11 
wards Archbifhop of Tours.‏ | 


Letter 7. He determines that a virgin, 06- 
trothed before fhe was marriageable, whofe 
hufband died without knowing her carnally, 
cannot marry the érotber of her former hu/- 
band, 0609016 marriage does not confit in car- 
nal copulation, but in thecon/ent of the parties. 

Letter 34. He declares, that he refufedto 
approve the intended marriage of acount, with 
one of his £7n/women ; although it might put 
an end to a war, which was carried on be- 
tween him and his future father-in-law. 

Letter 51. Is a large refutation of 2 
perfon, who revived the error of Vigilantius, 


τι 0 Viz. 
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viz. * That the snvocation of faints was un= 
** profitable, becaufe they do not hear our 
** prayers, and have no knowledge of tranf- 
*¢ actions on earth.’— This man gave out, 
that Hi/debert was of his mind; which ob- 
liged him, not only to difown that opinion, 
but alfo to /hew, by the ste/fzmony of the fa- 
thers, that the faints hear our prayers, and 
that they make iuterce/ion for us with Gon. 


Bifhop of RocHEsTER,‏ ,טע טא ג 


Wrote to Vaqueln, bifhop of Windfor, in 
anfwer to a quettion, which that 0//202 pro- 
pofed to him in a conference at Canter- 
bury, viz. ** Whether a woman, commit- 
> ting adultery with her hufband’s /ox 
*> by a former wife, ought to be divorced 
>> from her hufband?” 116 maintained the 
affirmative; the bifbop, to whom he wrote, 
the negative. In this treatife, he /hews, 
that all the paflages of fcripture in which 
‘tis forbidden to part man and wife, ought 
only to be underttood of a voluntary fepa- 
ration, between perfons who are not guilty 
of adultery; and afterwards confirms his 
opinion, by making it appear, that the dz- 
fhops, to prevent diforders, have often con- 
demned adulterers, to ab{tain for ever from 
the ufe of marriage; that it is the ufual 
cuftom of the church; that this punifhment is 
ordained in the penitential books; and that a 
divorce is juttly allowed on account of /pi- 
ritual alliance (as being god-fathers and god- 

| mothers 
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mothers, either at baptifm or confirmation, Cent. 
and the like) although it be not exprefled ΧΗ. 
in {cripture as adultery. He adds, that ’tis 
not unjuft, that a hufband fhould be di- 
vorced from his wife, although he be inno- 
cent of the crime committed by her; and 
that there are many other caufes, for which 


a hufband is obliged to put away his wife. 


PeTeER of Biois, Archdeacon of BATH. 
Letter 83. Advifes the dz/bop of Exeter 


to declare the marriage null, that was con- 
tracted between Robert and I/menia his 
hinfwoman; according to the expre/s order 
he had received from the Pope. | 


Hueu Archbifhop of Roan, ἀλλο 1130, 


Wrote a difcourfe on the dignity of the 
elergy—of the manners of clerks—of the ce- 
όσον which they are obliged to obferve— 
of the vow of chaffity. 


PETER LOMBARD, 

Called maffer of the fentences. He was 
e{teemed the chief of all the /chool-divines, 
and his writings were in greater repute 
than the 13/06. (See Mo/heim, edit. Maclaine, 
vol. i. p. 600.n.) This man found out that 
there were feven facraments under the new 
law, of which marriage is one. He wrote 
a book on the holy facraments, in which he 
treats of the antiquity of the facrament of 
marriagem-He enquires of what marriage 


L 4 confifis— 
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confifis—diltinguifhes a promife of future 


| marriage, from marriage contracted by the 


prefent confent of the parties—- gives an ac-~ 
count of the conditions that ought to be an-~ 
nexed’ to fuch a confent as is neceffary for 
confummation of marriage—explains the 80- 
vantages of marriage, which are, fdelty, 
the /awful procreation of children, and the 
benefit of the facrament:—he difcourfes of 
matters relative to the continency of mar- 
ried perfons at certain times—relates di- 
vers confiderations of the fathers, with re- 
{pect to the polygamy of the patriarchs :—he 
treats of the zmpediments, that render per- 
fons incapable of contracting marriage, and 
which make their marriage vord and of 
none effect. See Thelyph. vol. ii. 147, 0 
edit.—p. 139, 2d edit. 1 

He thews that a man may be divorced 
from his wife for adultery, and that they 
may be afterwards reconciled—that he wha 
has committed adultery with a woman, 
may marry her after her hufband’s death, 
provided he were not acceffary to his death, 
and did not promife to marry the wife in, 
his life-time.—He treats of the impedi- 
ment which arifes from the difference of 
age and condition between the parties con- 
tracting. 

He difcourfes of the injunction of 00- 
bacy obferved by Jéifbops, priefts, deacons, 
and fub-deacons, and of Pope Calixtus’ ordi- 
nance, declaring fuch marriages nul/. 


] ass 1 
This great Doéfor taught, that, if the Centr. 
firft man had not fined, thofe who are now ΧΗ. 
damned, would not have been brought forth 
into the world; and that Sz. Benedic# had 
as clear a knowledge of Gop in this world, 
as the d/effed fpirits have in heaven. 
>> The 2002 of fentences, which rendered 
*> the name of Peter Lombard 10 illuftrious, 
«© was a compilation of /fentences, and paf- 
*> fages, drawn from the fathers, whofe 
>> manifold contradiétions, this eminent pre- 
*¢ Jate endeavoured to reconcile. ‘This work 
“4 was the wonder of the 12th Century, and 
** is little more than an object of contempt in 


5 ours.” Mofheim, Macleyol, 1. p. 598. ἢ. 


Council of Lonpon, anno 11 
Clerks are prohibited to cohabit with 
ftrange women,— Marriages are prohibited 
between relations to the Jeventh degree. 


Council of 6245581, in IRELAND, 1172, 


Can. 1. All the farthful in Ireland, thal) 
be obliged, not to intermarry with their 
near relations, but to contract /aw/fu/ mar~ 
riages. 


Council of AVRANCHES, 1172. 


Can. 10. Forbids an hufband to turn 
monk, whilft his wife remains in a /ecular 
ftate, unlefs both are too οἱ to have chil- 
dren—the fame with refpect to the wife. 

| Can. 15. 
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Can. 14. Relates to perguifites claimed 
for the denediétions of marriages. 

N. B. After marriage was determined to 
be a facrament, the church was at no fmall 
trouble, how to reconcile the taking mo- 
ney for the adminiftration of it. However, 
Stephen Langton, archbifhop of Canterbury, 
Cent. XIII. made. the matter eafy by the 
following imjunciion. 

“© Wedo firmly injoin, that no facra- 
““ ment of the church fhall be denied to any 
*> one, upon the account of any fum of 
‘* money, nor fhall matrimony be hindred 
therefore: becaufe, if any thing hath 
‘* been accuftomed to be given by the praus 
““ devotion of the faithful, we will that 
>> juftice be done thereupon to the churches 
>> by the ordinary of the place afterwards.” 
See Burn’s Eccl. Law, tit. Marriage. 


Council of Lonpon, anno 1175. 


Can. 1. They who have entered into 
holy orders, and keep a concubine, whom they 
refufe to expel, fhall be deprived of offee 
and benefice. 

Clerks below a fub-deacon, and are mar- 
ried, fhall not be divorced from their wives, 
but fhall no longer enjoy their /prritual 
hvings. | 

Sub-deacons, and thofe in /uperior orders, 
who contract marriage, fhall be compelled 
to part with their wives. The fons of ו‎ 

| 13 
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fhall be incapable to fucceed their fathers, 
in the churches poffeffed by them. 

Can. 18. Clandeftine marriages are for- 
bidden. | 

Can. 19. Prohibits marrying children 
that are not come to age of maturity, un- 
lefs in cafe of xecefity,.or for promoting 
peace. | ‘ag 


Synop of YoRK, anno 1195. 


Can. 4. More than three perfons fhall 
not be required to ftand as fureties at the 
baptifmal font, viz. Two god-fathers and one 
god-mother fora boy; or two god-mothers and 
one god-father for a girl. 

N. B. The rubric of the Proteflant 
church of England, confirmed by 007 of par- 
liament, has adopted this w/e regulation. 

Can. 12. Renews the prohibitions 10 0/- 
ten made, that clergymen fhould keep wn- 
chafte corre{pondence with women, and re- 
gulates the manner of trying thofe who are 
accufed of that crime. 


Second General Council of LaTEeRAn, © 
1139. 

Can. 6. Sub-deacons, or thofe in higher 
orders, if they marry, or keep concubines, 
fhall be deprived of their ofices and bene- 
fuces. 

Can. 7. Prohibits hearing maffes of priefts 
who are married, or keep concubines—-de- 
clares the marriage of prieffs to be null; 

| and 
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and ordains that thofe who have contraéted 
it, fhall be divorced and put to penance. 

Can, ὃ, Regulates the fame things, with 
reine: to virgins confecrated to God, if 
they marry. 

Can. 17. 1 ις (δ' the laws κἄτι 
marrying relations. 


Third General Council of LATERAN, 
anno 1179. 


Can. 7. Condemns abufes, which paffed 
into a cuftom, of exacting money for the 
benediétion of marriages. 

Can. 11. Renews the prohibition, /2 of- 
ten reiterated, with refpec&t to the clergy 


companying with women; condemns /odo- 


mites to very fevere punifhments; and for- 
bids ecclefiaftical perfons to frequent the 
monatteries of zuns, unlefs upon fome emer- 
gent occafion. 

Ivo bifhop of Chartres, on being afked, 
Whether it was lawful for a man to marry 
his concubine? anfwered — That fome /aws 
forbid it, ethers have permitted \ it; and leaves 
the Hele matter to the diferetion and judg- 
ment of the di/hops. 


] 07 [ 


₪ Bp NET Vero .זא‎ 
Pope Innocent III. 


In a letter to the bithop 01 Marf, he de- 
cides the following cafe, viz. A man mar- 
ried a woman, with whom he had before 
been carnally acquainted: after that, he 
> married another, by whom he had had chi/- 
dren. The firf? woman demands, either 
that he may /ve with her, or elfe that fhe 
may have leave to marry another. ‘The Pope 
an{fwers, ** That if this man married the 
*> former by verba de prefenti, he then 
> ought to return to her; but if per verba 
** de futuro, they muft then doth havea pe-= 
“© nance injoined them, and the woman ₪ 
>> at liberty to marry whom fhe would.” 

Ν. B. By this time, the reader mutt be 
fuppofed. to fee, Jow, and by what degrees, 
marriage, and all that belonged to it, was 


taken out of Gop’s hands, into the hands οἵ. 


men, and how the word of Gon began to 
be of no avail in the matter.—But to pro- 
ceed. 

Letter 45. He determines that women 
may come into the church, in a fhort time 
after their /yng-im; but yet, if they think 
to flay away out of refpeé?, their devotion is 
not to be condemned. 

Letter 02. Is again{t the 2/60/0002 mar- 
riage of the king of Caffile’s daughter, with 

the 
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the king of Leon. He charges Cardinal 
Rainier to excommunicate them if they did 
not part: ; | 

Letter 102. He tells the chapter of Spo- 
letto, that the marriage of a man, with a con- 
cubine, which he kept while his wife was 
alive, is valid; except it could be proved, 
that one of them had a hand in her death. 

Letter 120. He gave leave to the δή 
of Faience to remove to the bifhopric of 
Pavia. Thereare very pretty things in this 
letter (fays Du Pin) about the /piritual mar- 
riage of a difhop with the church his /poufe. 
What is faid in f{cripture of the zndi/folubi- 
lity of a carnal marriage, he prefumes ma 
be as we// applied to the /peritual. He adds; 
that it fhould feem, then, as if it were not 
in the power of the Pope to break the /piri- 
tual marriage of a bifhop with his church:—= 
and yet Custom, which is the INTER- 
PRETER OF THE Laws, and the HoLy 
Canons, always gave full power to the δοῦν 
fee, to which alone belong the placing, the 
depofing, the tranflating of bifhops; wherein, 
he faith, the Popes do not exercife human 
authority, but that of Jesus CurisT, whofe 
vicars they are. Laftly, he declares that he 
confents to this ¢ranflation, merely for the 
good which would eniue to the church of 
Pavia. 

Letter 362. He decides the cafe of a man 
who was ,accufed of adultery by his wife, 
thus; that judgment could not be given 
upon 


2 


δ 199; 1} 


upon an information that was inade /ite 02 Cenr- 
contefata; and all that could be done, was XU ΌΝ 
to excommunicate the man for refujing to 

make his appearance. 

N. B. We may obferve whence eccle- 
fiaftical courts took cognizance of matrimo- 
nial caufes, and whence the dreadful engine 
of excommunication proceeded, for contempts 
of their u/urped authority. 

Letter 380. He declared a marriage μη}, 
becaufe the woman had, before they were 
married, been god-mother to a natural fon, 
which the man had by another woman. 

Letters 28, 29, 30. Are about a crooked 
man, that had married a widow, being cho- 
fen bifhop οἵ Cambray. — He declares the 
election null. 

Letter 455. A religious vow, made 26- 
fore the year of probation, is valid. That 
the vow of a married perfon ought not to 
be accepted, except (δὲ likewife, to whom 
he is married, makes a vow of perpetual 
continence. 

Letter 458. He confirms the fentence 
given in favour of the church ef St. Paul, 
about the przvilege of having a font, and 
baptizing ; which was 01100060 by the church 
of St. Mary of Cervaro, near Monte-Caf- 
find. 

Letter 514. Determines, that the mar- 
riage of infidels with fuch as were akin to 
them, could not 26 diffolved when they 
turned Chriffians, | 


Letter 
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Letter 50, Book 2. ‘Though the marri- 


age between infidels be diffolved, when one‏ הררה 


of them is converted to the faith, yet it is 
not the fame thing of thofe who were mar-: 
ried while they were de/evers, when one of 
them becomes an: heretic or Pagan. 

Letter 66. He determined, that not only = 
thofe, who have contracted two valid mar- 
riages, are to be accounted digamous, but 
thofe too who have contracted fuch as were 
nulled; becaufe, that although they were 
not in facto bigamifts, for want of the Sa= 
CRAMENT, yet the intention of being fo 
was the fame; and there was a fau/t com- 
mitted befides, therefore he would not have 
a difpenfation granted to fuch, as there is to 
other bigamous perfons. 

Letter 178. From the archbifbop of Di- 
ocla and Antivari to the Pope; in which 
he prefents him with the orders made by — 
the /egates of the holy fee, about the celibacy 
of the clergy—the degrees of affinity within 
which it is not allowable to marry—Laftly: 
—A prohibition from putting the children " 
of pricfs, or baftards, into holy orders. ~ 

Letter 229. Clergymen not to be allowed: 
to have any women live with them, except. 
they be of their kzndred. . 

Letter 232. He declared, that a woman, | 
who had taken upon her a vow of chaftity; . 
to avoid being married, but upon condition 
of tarrying in her own houfe, and had af- 
terwards married a man, by whom fhe had: 

children, 
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thildren, ought to take her religious habit 
again, and obferve her vow. 

Letter 261. To the bifhop of Rofano, 
in which he anfwers divers queftions. 
1. That the 2/00/90 of a woman might 
marry the kindred of her husband. 2. That 
although Ausband and wife are god=father 
and god-mother to a child, yet they do not 
thereby contract any fuch compaternity, as 
can hinder them from /vzmg as man and 
wife. 3. The Latm priefts might neither 
have wives nor concubines. Laitly—that 
the chaplains of Roffano had nothing to do 
with the validity or invalidity of marriages. 
—Qu? Who or what, but Gop and his 
word, have any thing to do either with the 
one or the other? 

Letter 7, Book 5. He determined, that 
the fon of a god-father could not marry the 
daughter of the ged-mother to the fame child, 
although he was born before they baptized 
the child. That if the/e two perfons had 
married, they ought to be parted; and that 
whofoever knew of any fuch thing they ought 
to difcover it. 

Letter 48, To the archbijhop of Rheims, 
about the defign of 0/2 King of France 
to get himfelf /eparated from his wife. He 
wrote alfo to that prince upon the fubject : 
he talks with him about his complaining 
of harder ufage than other princes had met 
with on the like occafion, feeing that King 
Lewis his father, the Emperor Frederic, 


Vor, ΠῚ. M and, 


CENT. 
XIII. 


CENT. 
XIII. 


] 162 ] 


and, very lately, * ‘fohn King of England? 
had been /eparated from their wives, by the 


- judgment of their prelates and eftates, 


which the holy fee had, without any /cruple, 
ing bean The Pope anfwers — ** They 


66 


66 


were his gates who feparated the Em- 
peror Frederic; and that King Lew7s, and 
the King of England, were parted by 
their prelates, but that was becaufe 
there had been no complaint made to 
the holy fee; which was the very reafon 
why the judgment was not revoked, 
becaufe no body protefted againft it: 
but the matter now in hand had been 
laid before the 4oly fee; Pope Celeffin had 
revoked the fentence of 0/00/06, and had 
fent his legates into France, who per- 
haps might have put an end to the 
affair, if he had not eluded their judg- 
ment: that it was in the power of the 
holy fee, not only to annul the fentence, 
but likewife to ufe cenfures 329121 06 
that had given it: as Pope Nicholas had 
done againft Goutzerus archbifhop of Co- ᾿ 
Jogn, and Tetgaudus archbithop of Treves, 
for having divorced King Lotharius of 
Tetberge.” 

Letter 128. Is to Wiliam Earl of Mon- 


pellier, who had, by the archbifhop of Arles, 
defired the Pope to legitimate his children. 
4nnocent proves firft of all, that the legiti- 


% See Rapin, vol. i. Ρ. 292. fol. edit. 
mation 
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mation of the Joly fee is valid, not only in 
what concerns the /piritua/s but the tempo- 
ralstoo: and, 009116 this Ear/ alledges the 
‘example of the King of France's children, 
which 22/2 had by a wife which he took 
after having left L/emburga, to obtain the 
fame favour for thofe whom he had by 
a wife that was married in the fame manner, 
dnnocent tells him, there is a great deal of 
difference. 1. Becaufe the King of France 
by his lawful wife had a fon who was pre- 
fumptive δεῖν of the crown—whereas he 
had no fon by his lawful wife. 2. Becaufe 


the King of france had no more from the 


holy fee than what concerned the /pirituals— 
whereas he defired it both for /perituals and 
> temporals. 3. Becaufe the King had not left 
his wife ‘till divorced by the archbijhop of 
Rheims, and had thefe lawful iffue by the 
other wife, before the oly fee had forbidden 
him to live with her—whereas he had ob- 
ferved no form nor law in the matter. 
4. Becaufe the King, acknowledging no 
fuperior in femporals, had fubmitted him- 
felf to the holy /ee in this cafe, though per- 
haps he could have given himfelf this dif- 
penfation as to temporals;—but as for him 
(the. Earl) who depended upon other /200- 
reigns, this difpenfation could not be grant- 
ed him, without incroaching upon their 
‘right, and he could not grant it to him- 
felf. | 

About the end, he begins to eftablith the 
M 2 power, 
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power, which he had, not only over thie 
temporality of Sz. Peter’s patrimony, but 
over that of other ftates. 

** This audacious prelate 200 the honour 
‘* of introducing and eftablifhing the ufe 
““ of the term tranfubftantiation, which was 
*> hitherto abfolutely unknown. He alfo 
** placed, by his ow authority, among the 
““ divine laws, that of auricular confef- 
>> fion to a prief.”  Mofbeim. Macl. vol. i. 
p. 683. 

*> About the conclufion of this century 
‘© Boniface VIII. added to the public rites 
*> and ceremonies of the church, the famous 
>> jubilee, {till celebrated at Rome, at a {tated 
*> period, with the utmoft profufion of 
*> pomp and magnificence.” Mo/b. ib. 


Pope INNoceNT IV. anno 1243. = 


Letter 10. To his legate in Cyprus, de- 
termines, that married priefts, having the 
care of fouls, ought not to be hindered from 
taking the confeffions of penitents, to en- 
join penances, and to act in their name.— 
That fornication foluti cum foluta wasa deadly 
fin—(Qu? If his Aolmefs meant any thing 
more by fornication, than the act of thofe 
who came together without the /acrament 
of marriage, as it was now called?) — that 
the Greeks ought not to condemn all third 
and fourth marriages—that the priefts fhould 
not give their bleffing upon fecond marri- 


ages—that they fhould not marry, 0 5 7 
| id, 
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did, within the fourth degree—that thofe Cen. 


Greeks who acknowledged that the fouls of ΠῚ: 


thofe who died, not wholly c/eanfed, might 
exift after death, and be 60/24 by the prayers 
of the /ving, were obliged to call the place 
where they are—PURGATORY. 


Grecory the TENTH, anno 1271. 


Among his other /¢fers, there 1s one to 
the bifhop of Liege, who was 0000/20, in the 


council of Lyons, for his imcontinency. 


MANUEL CHARITOPULA Patriarch of 
CONSTANTINOPLE. 


Inftitut. 1. Women, forfaken by their 
hufbands, of whom they have heard no news 
for five years together, may afterwards 
marry. מ‎ 

The bifhop of Pella 3188, what penance 
ought to be inflicted on priefs, by whofe 
negligence it happens, that the confecrated 
bread is eaten by ra¢s? and what ought to 
be done, when, the prieft being at the a/rar, 
a moufe happens by chance to eat the confe- 
crated hoft? | 

We may remember, that fome time ago, 
a father of the Latin church declared againft 
Berenger, that neither mice nor other vermin 
would touch it. See before p. 113. 

Qu? 4. Laics above 40 years old, and 
that have been married ¢wice, and have 
children, may not marry again. 

Qu? 6. What punifhment thofe 1 


A 79 deferve, 
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deferve, who celebrate marriages in Lent, 
and what one ought to think of fuch mar- 
riages? Anf. 'Thofe priefis who did it out of 
jgnorance and fimplicity, ought to bear lefs 
punifhment than if they did it wi/fully; but 
Juch marriages are valid. 


Council of Paris, anno 1212. 
Can. 4. Prohibits the clergy from having 


qwomen in their houfes. 

Can. 21. Forbids monks to lie ¢wo in a 
bed. ‘That the nuns lie fingke 

Can. 14. The addots not to fuffer young 
momen to come into monaftertes. 

Can. 20. To extirpate that crime which 
is odious to name. 

Can. 21. To punifh that diforder fe- 
verely, according to the ru/e made in the 
Lateran council. 


Fourth Lateran Council, anna 121 ς, 
under InnocenT 1 

Can. so. Repeals the prohibition of mar- 
riage in the fecond and third degree of af- 
jfinity, and between children iffuing from a 
fecond marriage and the relations of a former 
hufband ; anid. reftrains the degrees wherein 
marriages were unlawful, to the fourth de- 
gree Se confanguinity. 

Can. 51. Prohibits clandefiine marriages, 
and orders that the prveffs fhall publifh 
hanns in churches, that fo fuch impediments 
as are ו‎ may be objected againft them. 

ἕ Penalties 
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Penalties are alfo inflicted תס‎ thofe who Cenr. 
countenance or authorize ו‎ | or clan- XU. 


deftine marriages. 

N. B. By inceftuous, are sce meant, fuch 
marriages as are not within the degrees al- 
lowed by the canons. The 3/2 is out of the 
guefiton.—N. B. The origin of danns. 


Council of OxrorD, anno 1222. 
Can. 19. Prohibits rural deans from 
taking cognizance of matrimonial caules. 
Can. 42. Advocates, who fhall difpute the 
validity of a marriage, which {hall be de- 
clared good by the fentence of a judge, fhall 
be fufpended for a year. 


Council of MENTZ, anno 1225. 
Can. 1, 2, 3. Againft clerks who keep 


concubines. 

Can. 5. Declares legacies of church 
goods, by clerks, to their natural children, 
or concubines, null, 


Council of CHaTEau GoONTHIER, 
anno 1231. 


Can. 1. Prelates ought not to tolerate 
6 marriages, and to proceed with- 
out delay and without excuje, to the divorc- 
ing of thofe who had contracted them. 
| Comp. Mat. xix. 6. and Stat. 26 Geo. 1. 
> Ὁ, 13.--110 

Can. 34. Prohibits, under pain of ex- 
communication, the contracting of marriage 


M 4 till 
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Cent. till after the damns have becn publithed ; 
| that fo an engagement to marry may be 
granted, and given in the face of the con- 
§regation. | 


Council of ARLES, anno 1234. 


Can. 3. Heretics to be rooted out. 

Can. 6. Condemned to perpetual im- 
prifonment—thofe' who will recant, to be 
delivered up to the fecular power—every 
Sunday an excommunication fhall be pub- 
lifhed again{t heretics and their favourers. 


Council of L’iste en PROVENCE, anno 
| 1251. 
Can. the laft. Againft c/landefline mar- 
Tiages. 


Council of Tours, anno 1236. 


Can. 8. Declares thofe who contrac&t 
two marriages at a time infamous, and to be 


whipped. 


Council of ΓΌΝΟΝ, anno 1237. 


Can, 1. Concerns the dedication of 
churches, and implies, that it derived its 
original from the ΟΝ and New Teflaments, 
and has been obferved by the δοίν fathers 
under the New. ‘That it ought to be fo- 
lemnized with greater dignity and care, 
fince then they only offered facrifices of 
dead ῥέα έν, whereas now they offer on the 

| sar altar, 
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altar, by the hands of the 2/0/50 a living on 


and true facrifice, namely, the only Son of 
Gop ; therefore the fathers have with rea- 
fon ordered, that fo fublime an office fhould 
be celebrated only in confecrated places, 
&c. 

N. B. How one /ye begets another, and 
how they travel on from generation to gene- 
ration ! ἜΣ 

Can. 15. To prevent fome marriages, 
which fome clerks contracted clandeftinely, 
to fave their benefices, declares the chil- 
dren born of fuch marriages incapable of 
holding benefices. 7 

Can. 16. Renews the ecclefiaftical 04- 
tutes again{t clerks who keep concubines. 

Can. 17. Prohibits children of clerks 
from pofiefling the benefices of their fa- 
thers. 

Can. 23. Care fhall be taken to place 
able judges, ef{pecially in matrimonial caufes ; 
and that the judges of abbots who are in 
pofleflion, fhall not pafs a definitive fen- 
tence, ‘till after they have confulted the 47- 
Jhop of the diocefe.—Qu? Who placed ma- 
= trimonial caufes in the hands of ecclefiaftical 
jud ges? 


Council of CoGNnac, azno 1238. 
Can. 9. The édi/bops 111811 fee that the 


fentences of excommunication, 1111106 out by 
their colleagues, be duly executed in their 


dioceses. 
Can. 


“4 
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Can. 10. That none thall be 60 ג‎ 
fioned to try caufes of matrimony, but able 
and difcreet perfons. 

Can. 11. Excommunicates /ay-judges, 
who oblige ecclefiaftics to plead before them. 
—N. B. How glorioufly was the power of 
churchmen now increafed ! 


Here we may fee, whate’er we fee befide, 
The /aymen bridled, and the clergy ride. 


Council of SAUMUR, anno 1253. 


Can. .זז‎ Prohibits the admitting any 
canon, who is not born in /awful wedlock : 
i. 6. according to the laws of the church. 

Can. 27. Prohibits clandeftine marriages. 


Council of ALBY, auno 1254. 

Can, 41. Prohibits prieffs from keep- 
ing women within the zuzclofures of the 
church. | 

Council of ARLES, anno 4 

Can. 4. None fhall contract marriage 
without leave of the church.—Bravo! This 
is /peaking out. 


Council of CoGnac, anno 1260. 


Can. 5. Prohibits curates from marry- 
ing of women of another parifh, without 
the confent of their curate. 


Council 


Γ J 


Council of BouRDEAUX, 000 4 


_ Can. 5. Thofe who fhall contract clan- 
dejtine marriages, both the miniffers and wit- 
nefies, {hall be excommunicated, and {ufpended 
ab officio & beneficio. Thole marriages thall 
be reckoned clandeftine, which are not con- 
tracted by the proper curate or paffor of the 
hufband or the wife, with the confent of 
the other curate. 


Council of Lonpon, 1268. 


Can. 3. Churches fhall 606 64, 
Can. 14. Againft thofe who obftrud 


the celebration of matrimony. 


Can. 15. Relates to wills and teffaments, 


and obliges the executor to renounce the 
right which he hath to plead in his jurif- 
diction. 


Council of LANGEIS, anno 1276. 
Can. 3. Againtt clandeftine marriages. 
Can. 4. Againft priefs keeping in their 

houfes children born of their concubines, and 
from dequeathing any thing to them. 
N. B. See 1 Tim. v. 8. 


Council of Bupa, 1279. 

Can. 26. Prohibits clerks from keep- 
ing in their houfes-the children which they 
have had whilft in 4oly orders, and declares 
thofe children to be the vaffals of the church. 

Can. 39. Referves the cognizance of 

| matrinenial 
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matrimonial caufes to prudent and difcreet 
perfons. 


Can. 4. Prohibits ecclefaftics from keep 


ing concubines. 


Council of RAVENNA, anno 1286. 
Can. 8. Againft clandeftine marriages. 


Council of 300020085, 4 
Can. 2. Prohibits clande/tine marriages. 
Can. 3. Prohibits ecclefaftical judges 
from cognizance of matrimonial caufes out 
of their jurifdiction. 
Can. 24. Prohibits women inhabiting 
in the houfes of monks. 


Synopat Canons of PETER, Bifhop of 
EXETER, | 

Contain an inftruction to his clergy 

about the sEVEN SACRAMENTS, and about 


the celebration of marriage — appeals — 


queftors—the relics of faints—laft wa//s and 
teflaments—excommunications, &c. &c. cum 
multis altis, que nunc prefcribere longum eft. 


Council of L’1sLeE in PROVENCE, anno 
14 

Can .4ז‎ Againft 12016 who give poz/on 

or phyfic to caule abortion.—Mark, reader, 

this horrid evil, and from whence it {prang ; 

even from leaving the Jaws of Gop and na- 

ture, for the doctrines and commandments of 
men | 

Council 
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Council of SALTZBURGH, 00095 

Can. 1. It is ordered, that to remedy 
the abufe of marriages clandeftinely con- 
traéted, there fhall be f/x honeft and cre- 
ditable perfons, of the neighbourhood or 
parith of the 0001700707 who fhall be pre- 
fent, and ferve as witneffes of the marriage. 

The fame canon iffues forth the penalty 
of excommunication, ipfo facto, againtt thofe 


who 12311 tranfgrefs this order, or fhall be © 


prefent at clandeftine marriages, or fhall /7- 
fer them to be contracted in their ou/es. 
—N.B. What wicked pains did thefe fe/- 
Jows take to bring grift to their m/l! 


WALDENSES or VAupois, and ALBI- 
GENSES. 


Amidft all the darknefs, fuperftition, and 
folly of Popery, Gop did not leave himfelf 
without witnefles of his truth. Thefe poor 
people, though perfecuted with all the ma~ 
lice and cruelty that He// or Rome could in- 
vent, nobly ftood in defence of Gop’s word 
again{t the Popfi/h encroachments. Their 
tenets were called 4ere/y, and their perfons 
heretics, becaufe they oppofed the doétrines 
of the {criptures to the zventions of men. 
—Among other things, they condemned 
the ceremonies ufed in the celebration of 
marriage, as having no foundation in the 
word of Gop—they taught—*< that the 
** confent of a willing couple, without the 

| 5 formality 
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>> forthality of facerdotal benediétion, made - 
** a lawful marriage.”——~They did not ac- 
knowledge the /piritual alliance [as be- 
tween godfathers and godmothers] nor 


the impediments of affinity and confangui- 
nity appointed by the ciurch—no more 


than thofe of public order and decency 
]1. 6. the throwing marriage into the hands 
of priefis, and the ceremonies invented and 


thereon] thus cafting a blemifh on the‏ וט 


SACRAMENT Of marriage. That women 
needed no denediction after their lying-in 


[this we call churching of women.] That the 
church was wrong in prohibiting the clergy 


from marrying.—They imvocated no faints, 


but worfhipped Gop alone—they defpifed 


‘the canontzattions, tranflations, and vigils of 


the faimts—they taught, that the doctrine 
of Jesus Curist and the apofles is fuffi- 
cient to falvation, without being obliged 
to obferve the Jaws of the church, and that 
the tradition of the church is the tradition 
of the Pharifees—that the church of Rome 
is not the church of CuRist, but a church 


‘of wicked men; and that it has ceafed from 


being the church of CuRisT ever fince the 
time of Pope Sylvefter—(Du Pin calls him 
St. Sylvefter)—when the 000/02 of tempo- 
ralities enteredinto the church :—they denied 
purgatory, and tranfubftantiation by the 

hands of a prieft. 
Thefe, and other as great berefes, did 
thefe excellent reformers teach. For which 
9 an 
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an open war was carried on againft them, 0, 
under the general name 01 /bigenfes, XIII. 
which, after the utmoft exertions of cruelty, 
and of the moft barbarous maffacres, ended 
in their deftruction.—See Mofheim, Macl. 
vol. i. p. 700. Thefe might well be num- 
bered among the champions for the word 
of Gop—of whom the world was not worthy. 
Heb. xi. 38. Du Pin ranks them among 
thofe Aeretics, who fubverted the fundamen- 
tals of the Chrifiian religion, by openly op- 
pugning the authority, the facraments, the 
ceremonies, and the di/cipline of the church. 


THE INQUISITION. 


It may perhaps lead me for a while from 
the immediate and particular fubjects of 
this 2000, but I cannot help obferving here, 
that, in this ‘cextury, appeared that mon/ter 
of all monffers, that moit horrible, iniqui- 
tous, hellith ¢riduna/, the Court of Inquifi- 
tion, the moft formidable engine of church 
wer that ever was invented. It was ge- 
nerated between the ecclejiaftical courts, and 
the great whore, mentioned Rev. xvil. 1. 5. 
.אנא‎ 2. and it may be truly faid, that of all 
the abominations of which /26 has been the 
mother, this has been the moft dangerous 
and deftructive to the perfons, lives, and 
properties of mankind; and ftands as a me- 
lancholy proof of the afcendency which 
pricficraft and fuperfittion are capable of 
gaining over the human mind, when crea- 
tures, 
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tures, endowed with reafon, could fo lofé 
all fenfe of felf-prefervation, as not to arife 
with one confent, and /trangle it in its birth. 
But the comparatively petty tyranny of 


ectlefiaftical courts; which, from the days 


of Conftantine, had been gradually fubju- 
gating the underftandings of mén, more 
and more, under the affumed and ungodly 


power of churchmen, had paved the way ; 


and therefore we are told by Du Pin— 
Cent. xill. p. 154. Eng. tranf.— | 
*+ The Pope and the Prelates” (he might. 
have added the Dev7/, and made it a fort of 
triumvirate) ** perceiving that the former” 
fi. 6. thofe notorious heretics the Albigenfes} 
5 contemned the /piritual power, and that 
“< excommunication, and the other ecclefiaftz- 
*> cal penalties, were fo far from reducing 
** them, that they rendered them the more 


“© infolent, and put them upon א‎ 0/0- 


>> dence” [1. 6. defending themfelves when 
they were moft inhumanly and unjuftly 
attacked, and ftanding for their lives and 
properties] ‘* were of opinion, that it was 
* Jawful to make ufe of force, to fee whe- 
*> ther thofe who were not reclaimed out of 


“© a fenfe to their /a/vation, might be fo by 


“A 


> the fear of punifhments, and even of tem- 
> poral death. 

‘© There had already been feveral in- 
> ftances of Aeretics condemned +0 ἥμες, 
5 banifhments, punifbments, and even to 
‘© death itfelf; but there had never yet been 
% 6 any 
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dny war proclaimed againft them, nor 
any croifado preached up for the extir- 
pation of them. Innocent 111. was the 


‘* firft who proclaimed fuch a war againtt 


the Albigenfes and Waldenfes, and againft 
Raymond, count of Thouloufe, their pro- 
200/07. Wat might fubdue 66 
and reduce whole dedies of people; but 
it was not capable of altering the fenti- 
ments of particular perfons, or of hin- 
dering them from teaching their doc- 
trines fecretly. 

>> Whereupon the Pope thought it ad- 


vifeable to fet up a tribunal of fuch per- | 
‘fons, whofe dufine/s it 1110016 be to make 


enquiry after heretics, and to draw up 
their procefes. For this purpofe, he 
made choice of the Dominican and Fran- 
cifcan fryars, who were newly eftablith- 


ed; to whom he gave commiflion to 


make exact enquiry after heretics, and to 


draw up znformations againft them : and, 
from hence, this friduna/l was called Tue 
INQUISITION. 

““ By degrees the authority of thofe - 
quifitors 116269100 ; and whereas, at the 
firft, they only drew up the procefs of 


heretics, and 101161660 the ordinary judges 


to condemn them, they afterwards had 
power granted them of trying the crime 
of herefy conjointly with the 27/0002. 

** The emperor Frederic 11. approved 
of this tribunal, took the inguifitors into 
0. 1 א‎ “< Dis 
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“6 his protection, and attributed to the ec= 
5> clefiafitcs the taking cognizance of the 
*> crime of berefy; leaving only to the /e- 
cular judges, the power of inflicting the 
*> punifhment of death on thofe-who were 
** condemned. 

>> This tribunal of the INquisiTION 
*> was at firft fet up at Lhouloufe, and in 
the other cities of Languedoc, where the 


“* herefy of the Albigenfes and. Waldenfes 


66 


_“* had the deepest rooting. The Popes like- 


wife fet it up in Italy, from whence it 

« pafied, a long time after, into Spaz and 

Portugal; but it was banifhed France, 
and could never be introduced into Ger- 
077." 


CENTURY XIV. 


Council of COMPEIGNE, anno 1304. 


Can. 1: Excommunicate perfons, and fuch 
as have contracted clandeftine. marriages, 
-with αὐ perfons that procured them, or 
were prefent at them, fhall not be admit- 
ted to the divine ו‎ of the church, nor 
allowed Chri ifian burial. | 


Council of PResBuRG, anno 1309- 
Renews the decretal of Pope Benedié# XI. 


-againtt fuch clergymen as keep concubines, 


fd deprives fuch as are beneficed, οἵα Ὁ 


(fourth part of their denejice, if they obferve = 


16 ποῖ. 
Cou - 
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Council of CoLEN, anno 1310. CrEnT. 
XIV. 
Can. 9. Confirms the punifhments od ב‎ 


clerks that keep concubines. . 

Can. 10. Forbids that clergymen thould 
do public penance. 

Can. 22: None fhall be prefent at Wire! 
deftine marriages, but the banns of all mar- 
riages hall be publifbed. 


Council of RAVENNA, anno 1311: 

Can. 19. That the banns of marriages 
fhall be publithed, that the curates may 
know whether there be no impediments. 
Marriages fhall not be celebrated from the 
הת‎ Sunday in Advent, till after the oéfaves 
of the Epipbany—from Septuagefima Sunday, 
till the octaves of Eafler—from the day be- 
fore the Afcenfion, το the 00/0001 of Pente- 


cof. 


Council of NoGAROL, auno 1316. 
Can.:2./ Declares the children of fuch 
as have contributed to lay taxes upon'the: 
clergy, incapable of receiving boly orders to 
the fourth generation, and deprives their fa- 
mily of Cdriftzan durtal. 


Council of VanLapoLip, anno 1322.— 
LOf ToLeno, מממא‎ 


“Can: 6: Forbids all clergymen to be pre- 
fent at the marriages of their children ‘and. 
nephews. 


N 2 | Gan. 
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Can. 7. 8310 clergymen who keep 


| concubines. 


Anno 1324. Can. 20. A clergyman thall 
not go out at night without a candle. 
—N. B. This muft be to prevent deeds of 
darknefs. | 


Council of SENLIs, anno 1326. 
Can. 6. Forbids clande/fine marriages. 


Council of Arcata, or Comprtutum, 
anno 1326. 


Can. 2. Againtt clergymen who keep 
concubines openly. 


Council of NARBONNE, anno 1374. 
Can. 22. Againft clandeftine marriages. 


Council of PALENZzA, anno 1388. 


Can. 3. Married clerks to wear the cle- 
rical crown and tonfure, if they will enjoy 
the privileges of their prie/thood. 

Can. 7. Againft adulterers, and fuch as 
keep concubines publicly. 


ENGLAND. 


Council at Lonpon, anno 1328. 


Can. 8. Marriages fhall not be folem- 
nized without the publication of danns. 


Council 
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Council of LAMBETH, anno 1330, 


Can. 5. Priefts fhall not celebrate mar- 
riages, which are clandeftine, or without 
publication of banns. 


Council of ,א תס ץ‎ anno 1367. 


Can 9. Againft clandeftine marriages, 
and fuch as are without pudiication of danns. 


See Thelyph. vol. 11. p. 147, n. 2d edit. 


LoOLLARDS. 


The fect of the Lol/ards {pread through- 
out Germany, and had for their leader Wa/- 
ter Lollard, who began to difperfe his er- 
rorsabout 1315. Du Pin’s charge againft 
them confifts of many particulars—among 
the reft—that they defpifed the /acraments 
of the church (i. e, five of Peter Lombard’s 
feven, of which one was marriage by priefts ) 
and derided her ceremonies and her conftitu- 
tions—obferved not the faffs of the church, 
nor its abjinences, and acknowledged not 
the interceffion of faints. Trithemius fays, 
that Bohemia and Aujftria were infected with 
them, that there were above 24,000 per- 
fons in Germany who held thefe errors, and 
that the greater part defended them with 
obftinacy, even unto death. 

N. B. Error and berefy are two ecclefiaf- 
tical feare-crows, and fignify, ufually, any 
thing which the ru/ing powers chufe to 
call by thofe names. Thefe, with the 

Nes word 
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fiers. ἢ 
word μίγη, have done fpecial: fervice in 
their day. See Index to 700/20. vol. ii, 
tit. LoLLARDS. | 


שי פס ית ו OE AD ἘΠ‏ 


THoMAS WALDENSIS. 

So called from being born at Walden in 
Effex. Studied at Oxford. Was chofen 
confefor to Henry V. King of England, 
with whom he went to France, and died 
at Roan, November 3, 1430. 

. This learned and famous Doétor ftoutly 

oppofed the errors of Wickliffe. He wrote 

a great book—intitled—‘‘ 4 Docfrinale of 
‘© the Antiquities of the Faith of the Catho- 

“ἧς Church,” againtt the Wicklifites and 

Hufites, divided into three somes. In 

tom. 2. he lays down the doétrine of the 

church, about the (feven) /acraments—proves - 
the real prefence, and tranfubjtantiation. On 

the facrament of orders he proves—that the 

celibacy of the clergy is according to the 

Jpirit and genius of the holy fcripture, and 

427062016 to the practice of 6 2 

church. 

On marriage.—He fhews that this /acra- 
ment may fubfift between perfons that ob- 
ferve continence—that it ought to be con- 
tracted according to the forms prefcribed by 
the churcb—and with the Jenediétion of the 
prieft; and diftinguithes between marriages 
Which are /awful and which are unlawful. 


This 
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This book 18 faid to be the fountam from CENT. 
whence many writers of controverty, fince, 
have drawn their arguments againit bere= 
tics of dater times. 


Arpuonsus TosTATUS, Bifhop of AviLa,, 

A motft voluminous writer.—He left 
behind him ¢wenty-/even volumes folio. He 
wrote a book againft Concubinary Priefis— 
A Treatife of Five Laws—of the Law of 
Nature—of the Law of Mo/es—of the 
Law of Pagans—of thofe of Mahbomet— 
and of the * Laws of Chri/tians. 

He died anno 1454, aged 40 years, and 
was interred in the church of Avila, with 


this epitaph. 
Hic ftupor eff mundi qu ethers difcutit omne. 


‘Here is the wonder of The world, the difcuffer of 
all that is Anowable. 


/EGiIpIus CARLERIUs, Dean of 
| CAMBRAY, 


Wrote many learned 2700/00 ; among 
others—a Treatife on the perpetual Virgz- 
nity of the Virgin Mary—againtt the Op- 
polers of Images—of the Celibacy of Ecck- 
frafties—and of the Ecelefiaftical Hierarchy. 


% By this it fhould feem, that ““ the Jaws of Chrif- 
>> tians” were fuppofed to be as diftin& from the 
>> law of Mofes,” as from the ** law of Mahomet !” 
This is audax JAPETI genus with a witnefs !—See 
before, p. 68, η. After all, what were thefe ** Jaws 
> of Chriftians,”’ but the arbitrary impolitions of fas 
ihers, popes, councils, &c. on the reft of mankind κα 
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Council of Oxrorp, anno 1408. 

Can. 4. Nothing fhall be taught about 
the facraments, but what is agreeable to the 
doctrine of the church. 

This council, which was held under 
Lhomas Arundel, archbithop of Canterbury, 
made thirteen regulations, to put a ftop 
to the progrefs of Wickh ifs errors. 


Council of ה‎ anno 1420. 


Can. 6. Excludes dafards from the 
order of the clergy. | 


Council of CoLLEN, quno 1423. 
Can. 1. Againft concubinary clergymen. 
Can. 8. Concerns public concubinaries. 


Council of PaRIs, aumo 1429. 
οῤῥη of Nanton, archbifhop of Ses, 
forbad the Acences difpenfing with the danns 
of matrimony to be granted eafily.—With 
us they are eafily granted to all who can af- 
ford to pay for them. 

N. B. ‘There was a council held at 
Bourges, anno 1438, but as Du Pin does 
not mention it in its place, the reader will 
find it, as in Du Pin, under the next cen- 
fury, art. I. 


Council of ANGERS, anno 1448. 
Can. 12. Forbids clandeftine marriages. 


Council of 701800, anno 1473. 
Can. 16. Forbids to celebrate marriage 
at 
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at any other time than what is permitted 
by the Jews of the church, and condemns 
thofe clergy to be fined, who give the nup- 
tial blefing at the times forbidden. See 
canon 62 of the church of England, 


Can.17. Againtt clandefiine marriages. 


Council of SENs, anno 14865. 

The archbifhop of Sezs aflembled a fy- 
nod at Sezs, wherein he confirmed the 
conftitutions made in a fynod held twenty- 
five years before, for the celebration of mar- 
riages. 

One of the errors imputed to Wickhff, 
was, his faying, ** that the caufes of d- 
ἐς vorce, on account of confanguinity and 


“ affinity, as eftablifhed by the church, 


"5 are Auman conftitutions, and ground-— 


ו 
One Lazer, a licentiate in theology at‏ 
Paris, was feverely perfecuted, for faying,‏ 
You ought to keep the commands of‏ .1 _ 
Gop and His apoffles; and, as to the‏ > 
“ς commands of the di/hops, they are no‏ 
better than chaff, for they have de-‏ >> 
ftroyed the church by their reveries.‏ >> 
גג Saying ₪7. Francis was rather‏ .2 * 
than in heaven. 3. Iam not bound to‏ > 
believe a man is a /aimt becaufe he is‏ 5 
canonized, fince he.1s canonized for mo-‏ 55 
ney, and none are canonized but thofe‏ 
who give fomething for it. 4. If a‏ + 
γε prieft marry clandeftinely, and come to‏ 
me‏ 6 6 
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Cents “* me and confefs it; I would not enjoin 
XV-_ ἐς him penance. 5. ‘The priefts of the 
** eaftern church do not μη in marrying, 
* and I believe that neither fhould we fn 
** in the wefern church, if we סג‎ 
“marry. 6. 400 years ago the fries 
5 were forbidden to marry, by a Pope or a 
““ butterfly—[ Dun pape ou un papillon|— 
“1 don't know whether he could do it. 
“© 7. I would give two d/ancs to him, that 
*> will produce any paflage in /cripture, 
* whereby we are obliged to faft in 
ו‎ 

The faculty condemned thefe propofi- 
tions as heretical, erroneous, fchifmatical, 
γα, &e.; for which Lather was excommu- 
nicated, and would probably have fared 
much wor/e, if the poor man had not been 
put into the hands of an zmguifitor and a 
bifbop, who frightened him into a recanta- 
tion. | 
This century: was difgraced with the 
burning of Sir Fobn Oldcaftle, “fobn Hu/s, 
Sferome of Prague, and other champions 
for the religion of the Bid/e, as heretics— 
hereby giving a deadly proof of the 4 
confequences to mankind, when the ecc/e- 
fraftical and fecular powers unite, for the 
maintenance of error and /uperfiition, and 
of courfe to deftroy thofe who dare to dif- | 
cover and oppofe'them,) 55ῸΠ θεὲ «ὍΝ 
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We are now coming to the moft re- 
markable period in all the annals of Europe. 
In Germany LUTHER rifes, fees the papacy 
difowned in Saxony, Brandenburgh, Heffe, 
Pomerania, the greateft part of the terri- 
tories that belong to the houfe of Lwnen- 
burg, and moft of the free cities. In Swe- 
den and Denmark his doctrine is abfolutely 
and quietly fettled. | 

In England, Henry VIII. takes away 
the Pope’s power, pulls down monafteries, 
and f{catters the fworn defenders of the 
papal hierarchy. His fon Edward VI. 
builds upon his foundation, and goes on 
with that reformation which his father had 
begun. All this was firft occafioned by 
the preaching of Luther, a private monk, 
whom his enemies would 00 4 
with an high hand, and defpifed till it was 
too late. 

Having feen, during a long fucceffion 
of ages, the chutch of Rome gradually 
rifing into its plenitude of power—all mat- 
ters relative to marriage taken into the 
hands of men, and regulated as they 
thought moft conducive to the advance- 
ment of ecclefiaftical intereft and authority ; 
infomuch that Gop’s word was entirely 
abolifhed, as having any fhare in the Jaws 
which were made concerning it—one 


might 
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Cenr, might expect to find, that the reformation 


XVI 


would have totally changed the face of 
things, in this refpect—that marriage would 
have been reftored to its antient /implicity, 
and, inftead of being fuffered to remain 
on that papifiical plan, where Popes, coun- = 
cils, and fathers had placed it, and as our 
reformers found it, we fhould have feen 
the Bible made the only rule of fast, in 
this refpect, as in others, perhaps of in- 
ferior confequence to the prefent and eter- 
nal interefts of mankind.—Whether we 
have reafon to complain of di/appointment, 


will appear in the /egue/. 
Council of BourGEs, anno 1438. 


Referred to by Du Pm, Cent. XVI. c. i. 


Art. 20. Againft fuch clergymen as kept 
concubines publicly. It deprives them of 
the profits of their benefices, and declares 
them incapable of being promoted to any 
honours, dignities, and benefices, with- 
out a DISPENSATION from their suPE- 
Riors ; andif they relapfe after fuch pis- 
PENSATION, they {hall be out of hope of 
ever having another. 

It alfo orders how fuch /uperirs fhall 
be proceeded againft, who are not careful 
to punifh them: and as to thofe who | 
ought to be depofed by the Pope, the 
provincial councils or their /upertors may 

inform 
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inform againft them, or fend informations 
to the doly fee. 

It is declared, that a perfon who keeps 
concubines publicly, is not only he that is fo 
declared by a fentence of 4aw, or by his 
own confeffion made judicially, or by the 
notoriety of the fact, which cannot be 
concealed; but he that keeps a fufpicious, 
or infamous woman in his houfe, and, 
being admonifhed by his /uperior, doth 
not put her away. The council alfo de- 
crees the punifhment of 110165 1 
judges, who hall commute with thofe that 
keep concubines, or that fuffer, or neglect to 
punifh them. It enjoins /uperiors to force 
their znferiors to caft off their concubines, and 
forbids /ecular judges, yea, KINGS THEM- 
SELVES, to hinder the proceedings of eccle/i- 
aftical judges againft them. It alfo advifes 
the /aity to marry, and notlive in concubinage. 

N.B. Concubinage brought in no griff 
to the Pope’s mill—for by concubinage we 
are to underftand cohabitation, indepen- 
dently of prieffly ceremony ; which 0000- 
bitation, in procefs of time, grew into a 
mortal fin, though fuch concubinary pa- 
rents, as they were called, might get their 
marriage ratified, and their fue legitimated, 
by a proper fum of money, and attending 
while a prieff performed the mafs, or of- 
fice of matrimony. See Reynold’s Hiftorical 
Effay, p. 71. See Thelyph. vol. ii. 155—0, 
ift edit ———-p,_ 148, ad edit. | 

In 
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In fhort, the 000/0//0/0/001 powers had 
now got full poflefiion of the ordinance of 
marriage; it was now numbered among 
the facraments; its nullity, except admi- 
niftered according to the rites and ceremo- 
nies of the church, inculcated; and we 
find its ‘* effence made-to confift, in the 
** contract and in the facrament, not in one 
‘ without the other. This was faid to 
** be the opinion of councils, fathers, and 
>> divines, and the mott judicious of the ca- 
“4 nonifis.” See Du Pin, cent. xvi. p. 143. 
Eng. Tranf. fol. | 

From hence 87016 the doctrine—** No 
>> prieft no marriage’—if no marriage no ob- 
ligation—if no obligatton, no security what- 
ever to the /educed:—=hence was derived that 
inundation of whoredom and proftitution, 
which 4as been, is, and will be, the difgrace 
and curse of this, and every other Chri/tian | 
country, where this Popi/h lye is adopted ; 
which is ‘fo bare-faced, as not to dare to 
appeal to a fingle text, of {cripture for its. 
defence and {fupport. » ip Rapa} 

On their part; the /awyers defined mar- 
riage to be ** 8./20/// and perpetual union 
*> 01 man and wife, in order to, the .pro- 
>> creation of children, which includes ἃ 
*> partnerfhip of life and goods.” . | 

This definition looks fairly, but the 
grafs which conceals the /zake is in, the 
word /aw/u/; and on due examination we 


fhall find, that the 0/0 and ecclefaftical 
! 2 laws, 


wa 
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laws, which, from the days of Conffantine, Cent. 
were entering into an alliance for the fup- XVI. 
port. of cdur ch power, again{t the natural 

rights and liberties of mankind, both 
agreed to define that to be /ew/jul, which 
was made fo by the legiflative contrivances 

of Suman power and policy. | 

What is /awful according to the Seis 
ture, and in Gon’s fight, would have been 
a dangerous queftion 1 to their whole /y/fem, 
and-muft have laid their Popes, councils, 
divines, canonifis, and cafufts, under ‘the 
moft unfurmountable difficulties'to main- 
tain their p/an. They feem to have'ifeared 
and dreaded the teftimony of the pure 
fcripture, as a thzef would dread the ¢e/f7- 
mony of a witnefs that could sang hirn.— 
They -feldom mention that 0+ the holy 
{cripture, but they couple it with tradition 
and the fathers ; which two /0// they intro- 
duce, as the people in’ Bengal are faid to 
introduce their zzterpreters before the Eu- 
ropean judges, in order to -miflead them קט‎ 
falfe interpretations of what the witneffes 
depofe. 

As for this country—we cannot -eafily 
forget can. 4. of the councid of Oxford, 
anno 1408, by which it-was decreed, that 
*> nothing fhall be taught about? the facra- 
‘© ments, but what is agr eeable to the doc- 
“< trine of the church.” Were was a ftop 
put to all enquiry upon the fubject, on 
the footing of divine revelation : ; and thus 


the 
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Cents the man of fin placed himfelf in the temple of 
<%% Gop, exalting himfelf above all that ts called 
Gon, or worfbipped. See 2 Theff. 11. 4. 


MarRTIN LUTHER. 


At length, Marti Luther atofe—He 
opened his Bzb/e—by the light of this, he 
enabled numbers to fee, as he did himfelf, 
the monftrous iniquity, that, for fo many 
ages, had been deceiving the Chriftian 
world. He had, at firft, in a manner, a// 
the world againtt te and he was perfecuted 
with all the malice that could be poured 
out upon him. 116 was an inftrument, 
every way fitted for the work he had to do 
—vehemence of temper—unfhaken courage 
—invincible refolution—were in his com- 
pofition—thefe, with ¢ruth on his. fide, 
proved too hard for all the efforts of, what 
was then called /egal authority ;—the Pope 
—the Emperor, with other mgs and 
princes of the earth, in vain oppofed ; he 
fairly fet them at defiance, and, in the 
face of difficulty, danger, and, as it were, 
of death itfelf, was the great inftrument, 
in the hands of Providence, to break off 
the yoke of papal power, and to loofe 
the bands of zgucrance, error, and fuper- 
filtion, from the necks of many coun- 
tries. 

He was wonderfully preferved, from 
the time when he publithed his firft thefis 
again{t indulgences at Wittemberg, anno 
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#§17, ἘΠῚ 15. death; which happetied at 
Ffleben, anno 1546, ἃ 12806 of 29 years. 

It wold be 06006 my prefent purpofe, 
to’ enter farther’ into Lurher’s~ hiftory, 
than 18-6060077 to elucidate the fubjects 
of this book ; but “we may learn-this ufe- 
ful leffon from itthat intrepidity in the 
caufe of ‘truth, however offenfive ‘to then 
that live in error, and‘tothofe who chufe 
their own deluficn to believe a lye (fee 2 Pet. 
ἢ. 18: 80 2 Theff.ii..11.) is not to de- 
fpairof meeting with fuccefs in the end. 

Three of Luther's noble and feriptural 
pofitions, with refpect to marriage, which 
were cénfured by the divines at Paris, held 
at the Mathurins, anno 1 §21, weré as follow: 
*> .ז‎ That * matrimony is not a facrament of 
> Curist’s inftitution, but invented by 
** men.” ** 2. That the union between 
* the man and woman ought to hold, 4]- 
** though it be made contrary to Auman 
*> laws.” ** 3. ‘That the priefts ought to 
** approve all marriages contracted againft 
*> the ecclefaftical laws, with which the 
*> Popes can difpenfe, except the mar- 
** riages of thofe that are exprefsly for- 
** bidden ‘in {cripture.” , 

All the doéfors in the afflembly deter- 
mined Luther's doftrine “ to be proper 


_* Meanings doubtlefs, that execrable farce, which 
the prieffs had been acting fince the days of Inno- 
cenT 111. and which was, now’ called—** Tis FoRM 
6 OF THE SACRAMENT.” 
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*> only. to 0000/06 fimple people-minjurious 
** to all the doctors—derogatory from the 
>> power of the church, and hierarchical 
““ order —openly {chifmatical — contrary, 
““ to the fcripture, whofe fenfe it cor- 
*> rupts --- blafphemous againft the Holy, 
** Spirit—pernicious to the Chri/tian com- 
*> monwealth— and 10 it ought to be fup- 
‘* preffed, the writings which contain. it 
** to be burnt, and the author forced, by, 
‘* all Jawfu/ means, to recant—-for that 
‘* al] bis doctrine contained deteftable errors 
““ both in faith and manners.” | 
Never. was man who experienced, more 
abufe than M. Luther.—The Popi/b rulers 
faw, very plainly, that the doctrines which. 
he had fet forth in his wrétings, were too 
well founded on the authority of the fcrip- 
ture, to be fhaken by fair and plain argu- 
ment. ‘They therefore effayed two. modes 
of refutation, which, backed by the credit 
they them{felves were in with the ignorant 
vulgar, they imagined would anfwer the 
purpofe which they defpaired of from fair 
argument. | 
One of thefe was, devifing fcandalous 
and opprobrious terms for the writings 
themfelves, which implied great mifchiefs 
to the church from the confequences of 
Luther's “4 damnable and _antichriftian 
*> errors,” as they called the “doctrines 
which he fet forth. 
| The other was, raking together all the 
perfonal 


] 4 


perfonal fcandal they could, in order to Cent. 


vilify and blacken the author in the efti- 
mation of mankind, and thus fhake the 
credit of his writings in the public opi- 
nion.—In what manner this is fet forth in 
the canon of Sz. Victor, may be feen in 
the Ger. Dict. 1100. & Crit. Art. Lu- 
THER. See before vol. ii. 164, ἢ. 1ft edit. 
--154, ἢ. 2d edit. 

However powerful fuch methods as thefe 
may prove, in vulgar, weak, low, ignorant, 
and malicious minds, yet what do the 
amount. to in the eyes of difpaffionate, 
moderate, and confiderate men? 7002 will 
always reflect, that the merit or demerit of 
any writing, is to be demonftrated by 22- 
felf, and to be gathered by a fober, atten- 
tive, unprejudiced, and deliberate perufal 
of it; not from this or that epithet, which 
malice, prejudice, and ignorance may have 
beftowed upon it; this, perhaps, from 
mere report of thofe who have never red a 
line of the book in queftion, and who owe, 
very probably, their opinions to the re- 
ports of others as ignorant as themfelves. 
= The meaneft, and loweft, and moft wick- 
ed of all, is, the fecond experiment, which 
was tried on Luther’s perfonal character. 
This doubtlefs had its effect with many 
empty and ignorant profeffors, who had 
not recollection enough to make them re- 
66% on its total znconclufivenefs, with re- 
166% to the truth or fal/hood of the doétrines 

2 which 
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which Luther had advanced. His attack 
on the villainous traffic of indulgences—on 
the doctrine of purgatory—the worthip of 
the Virgin Mary and the /aints—the merit 
of works—the papiftical {chemes of celibacy 
and matrimony—&c.—had little to do with 
all they could fay againft Luther himfelf. 
The truth or falfhood of what he faid, did 
not in the leaft depend on the man, but 
on the word of Gop, on which he refted 
the whole evidence of what 6 

- Luther full well knew the truth of 
thefe obfervations in his own mind, 
and therefore all that was faid againft Ain 
and his writings, was treated with deferved 
contempt. | 

- He ftill had a friend in the 12/2000 of 
Saxony; who, forefeeing that the Emperor 
was about to make a bloody edict againift 
Luther, and that he could protect him 
no longer after that, nor fuffer him in his 
countries, without bringing trouble upon 
himfelf from the Emperor, refolved to 
have him taken, and put into 3 % 
where he might lie concealed, and no man 
know where he was; which was accord- 
ingly done. For when Luther went to 
Eyfenac, May 3, and was paffing through 
a foreft in his way to Wittemberg, he was 
fet upon by fome horfemen in difguife, 
who threw him down, and took him, as 
it were by force, to carry him into the 
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cafile at Wittemberg, where he lay concealed 
nine months. 

While Luther was nag up in his caftk, 
which he called his Aermitage and his Pat- 


mos, he compofed feveral books, to main- 


tain his opinions, and to deftroy the 07/2- 


pline of the church, threatening the Pope and 
the difhops, if they did not change their 


cuftoms, after they were warned by his 
writings, Gop would permit others to 
oblige them to it. 

It is not to be wondered at (fays Du 
Pin) that Luther's do&trine, which was 
fo favourable to concupifcence, fhould meet 
with many followers—that the monks left 
the cloyfters, and difpenfed with the ob- 
fervation of their vows; that the prie/ts 
married, and the people were pleafed, to 
fee themfelves difcharged of all that was 

penal by the laws of the church, as fafting, 
 confeffion, penance, &c. and embraced gree- 
dily thefe xovelties : Carolofladius was one 
of the τῇ, that gave the 27702 an 6%- 
ample of marrying. Fuftus ‘fonas, pro- 
volt of Wittemburg, and Bernard Veltkirck, 
paitor of Kenbergen, did the fame, as alfo 
Fohn Buginbagius, who had been a {chool- 
matter at Treptow in Pomerania, but then 
fettled at Wittemburg. Velthirck was ac- 


cufed of the matter before the Elector of 


Mentz, <Archbifhop of Magdeburgh, and 
Velthirck made an apology to him, to 
24 ify what he had done, 
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Luther {crupled not to defend his doce 
trines in many writings, in which he fe-~ 
verely attacked the Pape and the 00/2075 ; 
he accufes the latter of ignorance, de- 
bauchery, and tyranuy—of being enemies 
to the gofpel, and the truth--of being 700- 
laters, becaufe they followed the traditions 
of men, and worfhipped their idol the 
Pope.. He faid that monaftertes, cathedral 
and collegiate churches, are the gates of bell, 
and /hops * of ufele/s ceremonies. He declaims 
againft celibacy and vows—‘* hiding his 
** matignity (fays Du Pim) under an ap- 


">> pearance of zea/ for the truth, and cit- 


“4 ing feveral texts of {cripture to fhew, 
>> that the doctrine and behaviour of the 
*> bifhops of his time, were oppofite to 
thofe which S¢. Paul requires in a 07- 
** hop. Laftly, he fays his defign is to 
** perform the office of a public herald, 
*> to make it manifeft every where, that 
*> τῆς difhops, which govern the greateft 
>> part of the world, are not of Gon’s ap- 
*> pointment, but by the delufion of Sa- 
** zan, and by error and traditions of men, 


* It would have reflected great honour on the re- 
fermation,eif all thefe oops had been fhut up entirely, 
‘and their revenues, which are ‘mmen/e, been properly 
appropriated to the poor parochial clergy; the indi- 
gence of many of thefe is a fcandal to the nation, 
but hardly a greater, than, that others have to fay— 

Nos numerus fumus, fruges confumere nati, Hor. 

But we, mere cyphers in the book of life, 
Born to confume the fruits of earth. FRANCIS, 
66 and, 
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* and, in one word, the zuncios and vicars 
>> of the devil.” 

There lived in the fxth century one Gil- 
das, furnamed the W7/e, who was made aé- 
bot of Bangor ; this man was born in Eng- 
land, anno 520, and by his writings we find, 
that, from his time to Luther's, churchmen 
were no changelings; for of the clergy of 
England Gildas writes -- * England has 
‘* 20/2022 enough, but they are either /oo/s, 
>> or minifters to the paflions of the great, 
*> or unchafte men—it has clergy enough, 
<< but, for the moft part, they have only 
““ the name of paftors, and are, at the bot- 
““ tom, wolves prepared to kill the fouls 
““ of their /heep; they never think of do- 
** ing good to the people, but ον how to 
> All their own belles—They feek for 
‘* churches, but it is only out of a defire of 
““ filthy gain—they teach the people, but 
““ at the fame time they give them bad ex- 
*> amples—they very don ofter facrifice, 
** and never go to the altar with a clean 
** heart—they flatter the people in their 
*> crimes, and feek only to {fatisfy their 
*> paffions—they very {eldom fpeak the 
“© truth—they defpife the poor, and make 
“4 court to riches—they canvafs for and 
““ purchafe ecclefaftical offices, &c. He 
** concludes with a prayer to Gop, to 
** preferve the {mall number of good paf- 
> tors that was left.” See Du Pin, cent. 6. 
tit. Gildas, ל‎ 
ן‎ | 0 4 7.101 00% 
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Luther's writings gave great offence, 


and raifed up many an/werers ; among >the 


reft he had a royal adverfary, Henry VIII. 
King of England, who, for the book which 
he wrote againft Luther, was honoured by 
the Pope with the title of defender of the 
faith, which has ever fince been given to 
our kings. 

However, nothing could daunt Lurher’s 
truly heroical fpirit; he found, that all 
the calumny and abufe from his enemies, 
and with which they loaded him in >their 
attacks upon his writings, tended to little 
elfe than to expofe the nakedneis of their 
caufe, and but hadly fupplied the place 
of rational and {criptural arguments, he 
therefore was no more troubled at them, 
than at the whiftling of the wind.—His 
pen was kept conftantly at work: and in 
anno 1522 the Pope fent his nuncio Chere- 
gatus to the dzet of the empire, held at Nu- 
remburg, to declare, that though he was 
>> comforted to think that Luther's doc- 
*> trine was fa vifibly dad, that he could 
“4 not believe it would be folerated, yet 
“4 this poifonous plant had taken root—that 
*> it appeared {trange, that 10 large and re- 
ἐς ligious a nation as Germany, could be 
> feduced, in fo great a part of it, by a 
5% wretched fryar, who had apofatized from, 
* and left the way, which our Lorp, the 
>> gpoftles, martyrs, and fo many 11101- 
> trious perfons for doctrine acetate 

| ' ** an 
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and laftly, their 0206/0075 had followed 
to that very time—that Luther ftill con- 


tinued ἕο teach and put out docks full of 7 


errors—that he takes the fame methods 


* to feduce the people that Mahomet ufed ; 


for, as Mahomet allowed men to have /2- 
veral wives, and divorce them when 
they pleafed, fo Luther, to draw monks, 
nuns, and laf{civious priefs to him, he 
allowed them to marry. | | 


*> That having reprefented thefe things = 
+ to them, he exhorted the princes, pre- 


lates, and people, to roufe up themfelves 
to oppofe the injuries which. the 7,0- 
therans do to Gop and to religion 1% 
the Pope’s fentence and the Emperor's 
edict fhould be executed—that Luther 
fhould not be allowed to defend what he 
hath taught about matters of faith, be- 
caufe moft of the ¢ruths which he op- 
pofeth, haye been determined by general 
councils, and fuch things ought never to 
be called in queftion, as have been once 
approved by thofe councils, and all the 
church.’—N. B. 


= The det anfwered the Pope very refpect- 
fully—at the fame time giving him to un- 
deritand, that they did not chufe to enter 
upon the violent meafures, with ref{pe& to 
the Emperor’s ediéf and the Pope's sentence 
againtt Luther, which his 4olinefs had re- 
commended—** As to the advices which 


ff 


the Pope had defired, that, they did 
> not 
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not mican to treat only about the bu- 
finefs of Luther, but alfo concerning 
the extirpation of many other errors, 
abufes, and vices, rooted by cuftom and 
time, and maintained by the ignorance 
of fome, and malice of others. 


They then {peak of taking away the 2- 


berty of the prefs, that ‘* Luther, and his 
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followers, might not write, print, or 
put any thing out in public—that the 
magiftrates {hould appoint men, of pro- 
é:ty and learning, to licenfe new books, 
and without this, no new books fhould 
be publij/bed; and thus things would be 
kept quiet, till a free council could be 
called, with confent of the Emperor, in 
fome convenient place in Germany. 
«As to the priefts which are married, 
and the monks who have left their con- 
vents, they fhould be punifhed by their 
ordinaries according to the canons, by 
deprivation of their benefices, or the 
like, fince the ¢zvz/ laws had declared 
nothing againft them.” 

The Nunca, in his reply, faid, ““ that 
for the future, they fhould put in exe- 
cution the decree of the 00/0011 of La- 
teran, by which it is forbidden to print 
any book about matters of religion, that 
had not been allowed by the ordinary.” 


About the matter of married priefis, he 
faid—¥** the anfwer of the der did not dif- 


6 


pleafe him, if.it had not. this claufe at 
** the 
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*> the end, That the dreakers of their vows, 


‘* if they committed any crime, fhould be | 


- 


> punifhed by the /ecular magiftrates, pre- 
> tending that it was contrary to the li- 
*> berties of the church, and that the 
>> judgment of fuch perfons belonged to 
** the ecclefiaftical judges.” 

After this the det fent a memorial, of 
‘© an hundred grievances,” to the Pope. 
Some of which were, about conftitutions— 
they complained, that there was too great 
a number of Auman conftitutions, about 
things which are neither commanded nor 
forbidden by the commandments of Gop ; 
among others, ‘ the hindrances 01 04 
** and. affinity, legal and /piritual—about 
>> marriage, abftinence from meats, &c. 
>> which they difpenfed with for money ; 
*> by which means, they got great fums 
*> out of Germany, befides the /candals and 
>> other evils which this multitude of laws 
‘© caufed.” » 

They alfo complained of the incroach- 
ments of ecclefaftical judges, in /aymen’s 
caufes, and the malverfations which they 
committed in their judgments—of the. ex- 
actions of the clergy for the /acraments, 
and alfo for /icences ta keep a concubine.— 
Alfo of the faculties given to the Pope's k- 
gates and Nuucis to legitimate da/fards, 
600. Set. 

They told the Pope, that, * if he gave 
4“ them not fatisfaction, they were re- 
‘© folved 
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‘* folved not to fuffer thefe charges, ποῖ 
thofe of indulgences, which freed men 
from puni/hment for money; they would 
feek means to releafe themfelves from 
*> them,” 

This refolution of the det of Nurem- 
berg, was made into the form of an eds; 
and publifhed March 6, 1523. 

Luther 5 exhortations were foon followed 
with effects. The fame year Leonard Cop- 
pen, a burgefs of Targaw, took away nine 
nuns, on a Good Friday, among which was 
Catherine Bora (whom Luther married two 
years after) from the nunnery of Nimpt/chen, 
and carried them to W7ttemberg. This 
action (fays Du Pin) Luther dared to -א6‎ 
tol, in a book in the German language, 
where he has the impudence to compare 
that deliverance, to that of the fouls which 
Curist delivered by his death. 

Luther, defiring utterly to ruin the mo- 
20/0/60 orders, and mix them with the pub- 
lic, made a kind of manife/to in the German 
tongue, which he intitled, ** The Common 


“ Treafury;’ in which he affirms, that 


there ought to be a ¢rea/ury made out of all 


the revenues of the monatteries, dz/hoprics, 
and chapters, and in general out of all ec- 
clefiaftical benefices, and be given partly to 
the paftors and preachers, and other parts to 

different beneficial and charitable u/es. 
-Zuinglius made no lefs progrefs in Swit- 
zéerland, than Luther did in Saxony. He 
taught 
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taught that marriage is allowed to all the 
world, and no man is obliged to make a 
vow of chafity, and that priefs are not at 
all obliged to live unmarried.—That the 
power which the Pope.and di/hops aflumed 
to themfelves, isa piece of pride, which 
hath no foundation in the {criptures:— 
That the character which the. facraments 
are faid to imprefs, 15 3 modern invention, 


of which the. {cripture makes no: men=-' 


. 7οδη F aber, chief vicar of the bifhop of 


Conftance, who oppofed. Zuinglius at the 
conference of Zurich, maintained,: ‘that 
where a doctrine hadJong been fettled»in 


the church, and authorized by the practice 


of all nations, fuch cuftems ought not.to be 
abolifhed by any allegations out of the fcrip- 
tures, or pretences that they are contrary to 
them.—Zuinglius replied, that we ought 
not to regard how long a thing has been, 
or has not been in ufe; but obferve only 
whether it be agreeable to the ¢ruth, or 
law of Gop: to which cuftom could not 
be oppofed.—N. B. 

| Auguft 23, 1522, Zuinghus prefented, 
in his own name, and in the name of 
many of his followers, a petition to the 
bifhop of Conftance, to intreat him to a/hw, 
at leaft to tolerate, the marriage of priejfs. 
He wrote alfo a letter, againft fuch zmpedi- 
> ments of marriage, as were thought to be 
made by /piritual affinity. 

The 
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Cent. ~ The Pope's legate, not fatisfied with the 
XVI. _ decrees of the diet of Nuremberg, held ark 
aflembly at Ratifbon, with fome princes and 
feveral 22/2005, where it was decreed; that 
there fhould be xo alterations in the cele 
bration of the ma/t, adminiftration of the /2- 
craments, and other ceremonies of the church, 
or in other antient ufages—that the mar- 
riages of monks and priefs fhould be hin- 
dered, and thofe punifhed that fhould do the 
contrary—that printers fhould not commit 
any book to the prefs, till it had been ex- 
amined and approved—that no prince fhould 
entertain a Lutheran in his dominions— 
that priefis, who keep concubines, fhall be 
feverely punifhed—that marriages fhall be 
celebrated in a full congregation in the | 
church, unlefs there be a neceflity to afk 
the di/bop’s confent, except in Lent, the laft 
weeks of Advent, at the feaft of Eafer; 
Whitfuntide, and the Nativity, and their oc= 
faves, and the Rogation days—that monks 
and priefts which marry, fhall be proceeded 
againit, and if the ordinaries neglect to do 
it, the Pope fhall appoint judges to punifh 
the guilty. 
= About this time arofe great troubles in 
Germany, greatly owing to the difputes 
and controverfies among the Protefants 
themfelyes. Still Lutheranifin increafed, 
and fettled itfelfin feveral cities. The E/ec~ 
tor of Saxony, the Landgrave of Heffe, the 
Duke of Brunfwick, profefled it; the - 
| 9 0 
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of Stra/burg received it; and the Senate of Cenr. 
that city maintained the married clergy, in _XVI. 
oppofition to. the 4/hop.—In almoft all the 
ftates of the Empire, Lutheranifin was 
preached, and gained many followers. 

In. the fame year 1525, Luther married 
Katherine Bora, a perfon of quality, who 
had been a 2/2, and was taken (as before is 
mentioned) out of the nunnery of Nimpt- 
feben, in 15235 he defended the fact, with- 
out 2/0/2208, in the face of all the world, 
and. had. the do/dne/s to. advife 6ב‎ 7 
ef Mentz to do the like. 


Diet of AuGsBURG, 1530. 


The Emperor. publifhed the decree of 
the Diet, which ordered, ‘‘ that the doc- 
*> trine of juftiication by faith fhould 6 
>> rejected — that the /acraments of the 
>> church fhould be preferved in the fame 
>> number and manner as formerly—that 
“ the ceremonies and other ufages of the 
** church fhould be obferved—that married 
>> priefis and clerks fhould be deprived of 
>> their benefices, unlefs they would leave 
66 their wives.” 


nr 


-Hewry VIII. King of England. 


We mutt now go back alittle, in point of 
time, in order briefly to ftate the beginning 
and progrefs of reformation in this country, 

Henry Vil. married his eldeft fon Ar- 
thur, prince of Wales, to Katherine the 

| | daughter 
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daughter of Ferdinand, king of Arragon—% 
Nov. 14, 1501. Arthur dying in a few 
months after, it was promifed that Kathe+ 


rine fhould be married to Henry duke of 


York, the king’s fecond fon. 
But becaufe this could not be done With- 
out a difpenfation, Pope Jurtus 11. was 


1060 to for one; who granted it, by~his 
Bull, bearing date December 26, 1503, 


-wherein he recites—¥‘¢ That Katherine had. 


£* been married to prince Arthur, and that 
>> perhaps this marriage was confum- 


*> mated—that neverthelefs, Arthur being 
““ dead, Henry his brother_and fhe defired 


“© to be marriéd together ; whereupon, to 


ὙΦ preferve peace among catholic kiigs and 
.** princes, he di ifpenfed with the impediment 
>> of confanguinity in Henry and Katherine, 
“* all ordinances and apoftolic~ confittutions 
“* notwithfianding; he allowed them (ὁ 
“* marry, and, if they were already married, 
>> he cantEics it.”’—See Lev. xviil. 16. 


After this di/penfation, Henry, who was 
{till under age, was married to his brother's 
wife.—See Thelyph. vol. 11.11% edit. p. 76, ἡ. 
—P- 79, 2d edit. and p. 13, n 

"Tis not known upon what account his 
father obliged him to enter 7 7 
againtt this. marriage, ‘Sune 27, 1505, be- 


fore Fox, bithop of Winchefter; ““ that, 


“* being of age, he now revoked the mar- 


© riage, ב‎ he had made with. his 270- 
“© ther’s widow; that he thought it null; and 


+ would 
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“ would have it /egally diffolved.” Never- 


thelefs it remained {till as it was. 

Henry VII. dying April 7, 1509, the 
young 4img caufed the validity of his mar- 
riage to be examined by his council; and 
Warham, archbifhop of Canterbury, was 
hardly brought to approve it ; but the con- 
trary opinion being the ftronger, the 2 
married Katherine publicly, June 25, 1709. 


This prince/s was with child feveral times, 


but either mifcarried, or the iffue lived but 
a little while, except one daughter, Mary. 

Henry lived with Katherme till 1525, 
without any {cruple about his marriage, 
for he did not think of the divorce till 
1526. What moved him to begin is not 
certainly known. He only pretended con- 
Science. The diftafte which he took to Ka- 
therine’s infirmities did contribute to it, 
but the love which he entertained for Anne 
Boleyn fixed his refolution more than all the 
reft, to require a divorce from Katherine, 
that he might marry dune. = 

Cardinal Woljfey, out of revenge for fome 
treatment he had received from the em- 
peror Charles V. nephew of queen Kathe- 
rine, refolved to make king Henry an irre- 
concileable enemy to the emperor, con- 
firmed Henry's {cruples about the lawful- 
618ת‎ of his marriage; well knowing, that 
as Katherine was fifter of oan of Arragon, 
the mother of Charles V. it would be an 
horrid affront, that would fall upon the 

0-1 Ρ whole 
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Cenr. whole family, to have her 061201166 of her 


XVI. 


quality of Queen, her daughter Mary there- 
by declared illegitimate, and incapable of 
inheriting the crown of England. | 

The whole affair may be feen in Du Pim, 
and Burnet Hift. Ref. at a much greater 
length than it is at all to my purpofe to 
mention here. I would only obferve, that 
after much chicanery and difputation, 
among divines and cafuifts, in almoft all 
the countries of Europe, the queftion was 
decided againft the poor Queen, and a fen- 
tence of divorce pronounced by Cranmer, 
archbifhop of Canterbury, as legate of the 
Holy See, May 23, 1533. Five days after 
which, king Henry’s marriage with Anne 
Boleyn-was confirmed, fhe came to London 
in triumph, May 29, made a magnificent 
entrance, and was proclaimed Queen on the 
30th, and the Kizg commanded all his fub- 
jects not to give Katherine the name of 
gueen.—He alfo caufed her to be impor- 


.tuned not to ftand on the validity of the 


marriage, but all in vain. 

News being carried to Rome, whither 
Katherine had appealed, incenfed that court 
againft Cranmer; the Pope made all his 
proceedings void, denouncing excommunt- 
cation againft the King and Azne Boleyn, if 
they did not appear at Rome before the end 
of September, or if they parted not before 
that time. | 

21 Few 


] et 1 
Few among the Proteftants favoured the 
king’s caufe, or approved of his divorce 


from Katherine. Melanéthon, and the other | 


Lutheran divines, held that the mar- 
riage with her was valid. Occlampadius; 
Zuinglius, and Ca/vin, afferted the nullity 
of the marriage, grounded on the prohi- 
bition in Leviticus. Several books were 
‘put out, for and againft the marriage of 


Henry with Katherine, and the queftion was’ 


hotly difputed between the divines and ca- 
fips 

At Rome the affair was debated in a con- 
fiftory, May 23, 1534, and of twenty-two 
cardinals; nineteen were of opinion; that 
the marriage of Katherine with Henr Ὑ was 
₪000; and the divorce null and void.—He 
was enjoined to take her again for his wife, 
and forbidden to continue his feparation 
from her any longer. 

This proceeding laid the foundation of 
abolifhing the Pope’s power in England, 
and béeaBoned many acts of parliament for 
that purpofe ; but Popery {till remained, 
and fome of its moft horrid cruelties placed 
‘in the power of the king. They alfo fet- 
tled the fucceffion of the crown upon the 
children that fhould be born of Anne Bo- 
leyn; and the princefs Mary, the daughter 
of Katherine; was excluded. | 

Anne Boleyn did not long enjoy ber dig- 
nity: the dmg, being enamoured with Fane 

2 = Seymours 
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Seymour, found a means to get rid of his 
wife Anne, by accufing her of adultery ; for 
which fhe was condemned to death. 
Before this fentence was executed, fhe 
was forced to declare, before the archbifhop 
of Canterbury, and the ecclefiaftical court, 
that, before fhe married the dig, there was 
a promife or contract of marriage between 
her and the lord Percy, who was then be- 
come earl of Northumberland; and, upon 
this declaration, Cranmer pafled ἃ fentence, 
by which her marriage with the 47mg was 
declared μη, and her daughter Elizabeth 


‘declared illegitimate, as Mary the daughter 
of Katherine had been. -Anne was beheaded, 


May 19, 1536. 
The next day after her death, Henry 
married ane Seymour, with whom he was 


᾿ paffionately in love. The prince/s Mary was 


received into favour, after acknowledging 
in writing that the king was fupreme head 
over the church of England, and that the 
marriage of her mother was zu// and incef- 
LUOUS 

In the following parliament avery fevere 
law was made, anno 1536, againit thofe 
who fhould acknowledge the power of the 
Pope. | 

The convocation of the clergy agreed on 
006781 matters, by which the Popifh doc- 
trines were eftablithed, as tranfubftantzation, 
auricular confeflion, and that the ceremonies 
are to be retained as good and commend- 


able ג‎ 
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able; with many other matters of the like .א‎ 
fort. Thefe were all confirmed by the | XVI. 
king. 

Neverthelefs he did not fpare the addzes 
and nuuneries, but diffolved them all, and 
* feized their revenues. 

In 1539 he caufed fix articles to be drawn 
up, and to be eftablifhed by the parlia- 
ment. One among which was, that it 15 
not lawful for thofe in holy orders to marry 
—the marriages of prie/fs declared void, and 
thofe ordered to be punithed with death 
who fhould marry, as well as thofe who, 
by preaching, writing, or open difcourfe, 
fhould declare or maintain it /ewful for 
them fo to do. 

‘Fane Seymour, the third wife of Henry, 
dying in 1537, two days after her delivery 
of Edward (afterwards Edward VI.) the 
king, by the advice of Cromwell, whom he 
had made his vicegerent in /piritual affairs, 
and lord privy feal, and had lately created 
earl of Effex, married Anne of Cleves; but 
the ding took a diftafte to her, and, imme- 
diately after his marriage, endeavoured to 
break it. Poor Cromwell] was difgraced— 
accufed of Aerefy, and other offences, for 
which he was beheaded, July 28, 1540. 


* [have been told, that the only one that efcaped, 
was the little convent of St. Katherine’s near the 
Tower, which ftill confifts of a Superior (now called 
the Mafter) and of Brothers and Sifters, 


5 He 
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He was no fooner condemned, than the 
king fought to 101016 5 marriage with 


Anne of Cleves. ‘The caufes alledged for 


it were, that fhe had been before contra¢t- 
ed to the marquis of Lorrain—that +6 
hing, having married her againft his incli- 
nation, had never confummated the mar- 
riage. Upon thefe reafons, the parhament 
declared: the marriage zu//, and’ Cranmer, 
and the τοί of the clergy, were of the fame 
opinion, and fo fentence was given July 


δῇ. 


The queen confented to it, and remained 
ever after in England. ‘The king, foon after, 
married Katherine Howard, whom he loved 
pafionately. ἡ 
The commiffioners, whom the ing had ap- 
pointed for ecclefia/ticalaffairs, drew up a long 
inftruction, in which they owned all the 
Gatholic doftrinesexcept the Pope's 5 fupremacy. 
They regulated all the ceremonies and rites 
then in ufe, according to the practice of 
the primitive church. ‘They alfo held free- 
will, and the merit of good works. — 

Doétor Barnes, and fome others, having 
preached againtt thefe doctrines, were con- 
demned to death as heretics. In fhort, 
Hem Ὑ punifhed with death, Lutherans, and 
the defenders of the Pope! s 6 
alike. 

Katherine Howard was difcovered to lead 
a 10045 life; which being proved againft - 
her, fhe was beheaded, February 12, 1542. 

King 
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King Henry’s fixth wife was Katherine 
Parr, the widow of Nevil lord Latimer, 


whom he married in Ἴων 1543. Though | 


fhe favoured the Proteffants, yet the king 
did not ftop the execution of the Lwther- 
ans, ot Sacramentarians. Henry to his 
death continued in the fame judgment, as 
to his region, but would never return to 
the church of Rome, and in this difpofi- 
tion he died, January 27, 1547, being 
fifty-fix years old, having reigned thirty- 
feven years and nine months, and having 
31160 many laws, which made him a Pope, 
and the archbifhop of Canterbury, and the 
reft of the d:/hops and clergy in convocation, 
fo many Popes under him, 


Diet of RATISBON, auno 1541. 


Before we proceed any farther in the af- 
fairs of religion in Evgland, it will be-ne- 
ceflary for us to return to the Contiment, in 
order to acquaint ourfelves with thofe 
tranfactions, which may be faid to have had 
fo great an effect with regard to religion in 
general, and particularly afterwards in 
England. | 

The diet of 0/0/20 was attended by 
the emperor in perfon, and by all the 
princes of the empire, either in perfon or by 
deputies. "The Pope fent to it cardinal Con- 
taremus, aman famous for wi/dom and pro- 
found learning. | 
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At this diet there was a conference ap- 
pointed, between the Catholic and Protef- 
tant divines, nominated by the emperor for 
this purpofe. He chofe for the Catholics— 


Fulius Pflugius, Fobn Eckius, and Yobn 


Groppen:—And, for the Proteftants—Pbhi- 
lip Melanéihon, Martin Bucer, and οι 
Piftorius. | ες 

A book was delivered to the collocutors 
thought to be drawn up by Groppen, which 
contained 22 articles. 

Art. 15. Is about the facrament of mar- 
riage, and tells us, ** That it is appro- 
“* priated to Chriftians ; that it is grounded 
*> upon the words of Curist, when the 
“4 infeparable union of male and female is 
*> commanded, and the outward conjunc- 
> tion of them is the e/ement, and the vrr- 
*> ¢ue confifts, in acknowledging that man 
** and wife are joined together by the au- 
““ thority of Gop, and have received a 
5 grace which makes their union lawful.” 

Art. 21. Concerns the ecclefiaftic difci- 
pline of the clergy, and it is faid, ““ That 
** if the latter canons, which 00118601 71 
> to live unmarried, be retained, the an- 
*> tient cenfures againft prieffs that keep 
‘© concubines, ought to be revived.” Some 
of the antient rules, concerning the contz- 
nence of priefts, are here fet down. - 

Thefe, and others of the articles, were 
objected to by the Proteffants. The Pope's 


Jegate gave an anfwer which they did not 
like 3 


n~ 
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like; this provoked the Proteffants, dif- אפ‎ 
pleafed the emperor and the Catholic princes; XVI. 
but the /egate faid, that the articles fhould 

be generally reterved to the judgment of 

the Pope, and the Apofolical See, in a coun- 

cil, to which he remitted that bufinefs en- 

tirely. 

While the emperor and king of France 
were waiting for the calling of a general 
council, they confulted the divines of the 
Univerfity of Louvain, which was one of the 
moft famous in Europe, who drew up 32 ar- 
ticles againft the zumovators, Nov. 6, 1544. 

Art. 18. Marriage, lawfully contracted, 
and confummated, among Chriflians, cannot 
be diffolved, though it happens to either 
of them, who are 10 joined together, that 
they commit adultery, or become barren, 
or 06 

Art. 19. It was never allowed to a 
Chrifiian man to marry again after a dz- 
vorce, 10 long as the woman from whom he 
was parted be alive. | 

Art. 20. That marriages contracted 
againit the canons, which have laid down 
the invincible impediments, are zu//. 

Art. 32. That it 15 good to make mo- 
720/76 and other vows, and that being made 
they are obligatory before Gop. 

The divines of Paris, by the &ing’s or- 
der, March 10, 1542, compofed 2% 6% 
of faith. | 

Art. rr. It is not to be doubted but 

the 
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the faints in heaven and earth work mi- 
racles. , 

Art. 12. It is a pious thing, and agree. 
able to Gop, to pray to the virgin Mary, 
and to the /aimts, that they would be our 
advocates and interceffors with Gop. 

Art. 15. That if any one prays to the 
virgin Mary, or to fome faint, rather than to 
Gop, he doth not fin. 

Art. 20. It is certain we ought to be- 
lieve. many things, which are not men- 
tioned in {cripture, but received by the ¢ra- 
dition of the church. 

Art. 25. That monaftical vows of chaftity, 
poverty, and perpetual obedience, oblige in 
cqnfcience. | 

That the conftitutions of the church 
oblige in foro confcientia. 

There were feveral provincial councils held 
in France and Germany, before the councif 
of Trent, again{t the new heresies. 


Council of 2008058, anno 1528. 


Can. 1, 3. The serefy of Luther having 
been condemned by the holy /ee, no perfon 
thall print, jell, or keep any books, in which 
the faid Aerefy thall be diffufed. 

Can 12. Injoins the curates not to fufter 
certain ridiculous ceremonies any longer to 
be ufed in the adminiffration of the facra- 
ments of baptifm and marriage. 

Can. 18. No /chool-mafters fhall ae 

uc 
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fuch books to their febolars, as may make Cent; 
them averfe to the ceremonies of the chur ch. | AVA | 


Council of the Province of ,6אס5‎ 4 
at PaRIs, anno 1528. 


Can. 1. Is about the unity and infalh- 
bility of the church. It is there declared, 
that it cannot fall into any error about faith 
and manners; and he that doth not depend 
on its authority, both in doctrine and man- 
ners, is worfe than an infidel. 

Can. 3. He that refifts the authority of 
general councils, ought to be accounted an 
enemy to the faith. 

Can. 4. It belongs to the church to in- 
terpret the fcriptures ; and thofe who do not 
follow the canons of the council of Carthage, 
Innocent, and Gelafius, and refufe the /en/e 
which the ע/20‎ fathers have put upon them, 
are /chifmatics and heretics. 

Can. 5. Eftablifhes the neceflity and va- 
lidity of traditions, and tells us, that fuch 
things as are derived to us that way, ought 
to be believed, and obferved, and whofoever 
refufeth to accept any truth, for this rea/on 
only, “ becaufe ’tis not clearly delivered to: 
** us in holy {cripture,” ought to be efteemed 
an heretic and fchifmatic. 

Can. 6. Concerns the obedience due to 
the conftitutions and canons of the church, and 
condemns thofe that de e/pife them. 
| Can, 7: They are pronounced accur/ed, 


who 
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Cenr. who do not 0016706 the Lent γα, and other 
ΧΙ. μῆς, and times of ab/tinences commanded 
by the decrees of the church. 

Can. 8. Numbers thofe among 4eretics, 
who teach that prieffs, deacons, and Jfub-dea- 
cons, are not obliged to live a fngle Life, and 
fo leave them at liberty to marry. 

Can. 9. Againft thofe who count perpe- 
tual vows unlawful, and efpecially mona/- 
tical vows. ‘They prove the obligation 
of them, and order thofe to be punifhed 
according to the canons, who fay that it is 
lawful to break them. 

Can. 10. Condemns fuch as leffen the 
nuinber of facraments, or deny that they 
have a power to confer grace—that marri- 
age isa true facrament, by which the per- 
fons joined together receive a celeftial ble/- 
ing. 

2 Laftly. All thofe that acknowledge not 
the feven /acraments are to be efteemed Lere- 
tICS. 

In another fet of canons—It is ordered, 
that all fhall attend the parochial ma/s on 
Sundays, and inform the officers of the eccle- 
faftical courts, of thofe who are abfent three 
Sundays together. | | 

Can. 39. Marriage, being a facrament, 
ought to be received with reverence, and all 
perfons fhall forbear laughter, and merry 
talk, while the office is celebrating, and the 
marrtage-blefing is pronouncing—that the 
perfons efpoufing, fhall prepare ρον δ, 

or 
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for this /acrament by fafting and penance— 
that none fhall be married for the future 
till after fun-rifing, and not immediately 
after midnight, as has been ufual; which has 
been the occafion of many c/ande/tine marri- 
ages, from whence many very great fcan- 
dals have arifen; and therefore all fuch as 
contract or favour them, are excommuni- 
cated 12/2 6. 

Can. 40. No new miracle fhall be pub- 
lithed, without the exprefs licence of the 


bifhop. 


Firft Provincial Council of CoLoGne, 
anno 1536. 


= This provincial council was called in the 
time of Pau III. and of the Emperor 
Cuarves V. by Herman de Meurs, arch- 
bifhop of Cologne; who afterwards embrac- 
ing the zew doctrine of LuTuER, fent for 
Bucer and MELANCTHON to preach it in 
his archbifhopric; and whofe engagement to 
this new doctrine was 10 ftrong, that he ra- 
ther chofe to leave his archbifhopric than re- 
nounce it; and fo he died in 1552, in the 
berefy which he had embraced. 

Art. 32, 33. Contain an advice to fuch 
as have feveral benefices, e{pecially with the 
cure of fouls, not to fatisfy themfelves, that 
they have gotten the Pope’s )200 the arch- 
bifhop of Canterbury's) difpenfation for it; 
but to examine themfelves, and fee whether 

| they 
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they have one * from Gon: neverthelefs, for 
fear they fhould injure their own confci= 
ences, they are ordered to fubmit their di/~ 
penfations to the di/hops, that they may judge 
impartially whether the pretences be juft. 

In the fecond part of the council are 32 
articles. 

Art. 25. It were to be wifhed that céer= 
gymen would not be prefent at weddings. = 

Art. 40o—47:; Speak of the /acrament of 
marriage, and wifh that the good cuftom 
of fafting and receiving the communion before 
marriage, were again reftored. It enjoins 
curates to marry none, unlefs the danns were 
publithed three dames; as alfo not to marry 
any ftrangers without certificate from the 
place of their abode, to teftify that they 
are not already married, and without a = 
cence from their curates that they may be 
married by another. And if there be any 
degrees of confanguinity between the -ז6ק‎ 
fons, who are to be joined. in marriage, and 
if they have obtained a di/pen/fation from the 
Pope, to examine it, and if they find the 
copy is not true, to declare their di/pen- 


fation null: as alfo to forbid thofe {ports at 


church, which are ufual after the ce/ebration 
of marriage, with the new-married couple. 

It is 34110 forbidden to eat fle/h in the boly 
time of Lent, upon account 01 Κηρίβ,; 
without licence from a curate. 


* Qu? ΠῚ this advice can ever be unfeafonable? | 
Council 
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Coital of MENTZ, anno ז‎ 0 


Determines that the marriage of children, 
without the confent of their parents, is nu// 
and void; and orders, that all marriages fhall 
be celebrated in the church, with the w/ual 
ceremonies, and after the danns have been 


thrice publifhed. See Stat, 26 Geo. II. 
OF 23. | 


Divines of Paris, aflembled at MatTuu- 
rins, May 6, 1518. 

They gave their judgment on two pro- 
pofitions concerning zzdulgences. The firtt 
-was—** Whofoever fhall put into the cru- 
** fade-box a 26/2000, or the value of it, for a 
“4 foul that is in purgatory, he fhall free 
>> that foul immediately, and it fhall in- 
> fallibly and direGtly go to paradi/e. Item. 
>> If he caft in ten ze/foons for ten fouls, or 
“a thoufand teftoons for a thoufand fouls, 
*> they fhall go immediately and certainly 
*> into paradife.” 

This, the Parzs divines, alarmed with 
what Luther had publifhed about zdu/- 
gences, were afraid to approve of ; however, 
they approved of a /econd propofition, which 
foftened the 2, by faying—‘* We mutt 
> leave it to Gop to apply the treafure of 
** the church to fuch fouls as He 2/00/0228." 
> On May 16,1526, The faculty pafled a 
general cenfure on Erafmus’s Colloquies, as a 
work wherein the fa//s and ab/tinences of the 
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Cent. church are little efteemed, prayers to the 
virgin and faints laughed at, and virginity 
is fet below marriage. 

There is alfo another cenfure, April 30, 
1530, on the two following propofitions, 
V1Z. 

Firft. That the fcriptures can’t be well 
underftood without a knowledge in the He- 
brew and Greek tongues. 

Second. 'That a preacher can’t explain the 
epifiles and gofpels aright without the faid 
tongues. | 

The firft is condemned as rafh and fcan- 
dalous—the /écond as falfe and impious, and 
which difcourages Chriffian people from 
hearing the word of Gop. They add, that 
both of them render their authors fufpected 
of Lutheranifn. 

10. 8. One precedent, at leaft, of that 
negleé?, and indeed, of that contempt, among 
Chriftians, of the origimal {criptures. 

How would it /ound to the ears of common- 
Μη ὸ and right reafon, to be told of a people 
who cultivate the knowledge of moft other 
languages, and de/pi/e the attainment of tho/z, 
in which the on/y foundation of their re- 
ligion is contained >We fhould be ready 
to fay—** Surely, zgnorance is the mother 
*> of that people’s devotion”—yet in fo fay- 
ing we muft reproach ourfelves. 

It is to be remarked, that whenever men 
have fought dominion over the minds and 


conf{ciences of their fellow-mortals, they 
have 
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have ever wifhed to keep them in igno- 
rance; this is by no means to be confined 
to the church of Rome; the leaders among 
the fanatical {eCtaries in the aff century, 
decried all Auman learning as 0001007102, an- 
tichriftian, and profane.—Dr. South (Ser- 
mons, vol. iii. p. 500) obferves, that all 
>> Jearning was then cried down, fo that, 
> with them, the beft preachers were 
>> they that could not read, and the beft 
>> divines, fuch as could not write.’”— 
«© Latin,” fays he (Sermon intitled Chri/- 
tian Pentecoft) ** unto them was a mortal 
>> crime, and Gree&, inftead of being the 
*> language of the Holy Ghof (as in the 
5 New Teftament it is) was looked upon 
‘ as the fm again{t it: fo that, in a word, 
‘ they had all the confufion of Badel 
‘ among them, without the diverfity of 
‘ tongues.” 
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Whats Latin, but the language of the beaft ὃ 

Hebrew and Greek is not enough a feaft: 

Han’t we the Word in Englifh, which, at eafe, 

We can convert to any fenfe we pleafe ? 

Let them urge the originals if we 

Say ’twas firft writ in Englifh, fo’t fall be. 

For we’ll have our own way, be’t wrong or right; 

And fay, by ftrength of faith, the crow is white. 
See Grey. Hun. vol. i. 280, n. 3d edit. 


The great and learned Mr. Se/den was a 
-member of the aflembly of divines, anno 
1643; and fometimes, when they had cited 
_ Vor, Ill. QU a text 
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Cent. a text of {cripture to prove their affertion, 

x he would tell them—** Perhaps in your 
** little pocket-Bibles with gilt leaves’ (which 
they would often pull out and read) ““ che 
** tranflation may be thus, but the Greek or 
“τῆς Hebrew fignifies thus and thus ;” and 
fo. would totally filence them. Whit- 
locke, 71. 


ERASMUS. 


This great and learned man was born at 
Rotterdam, anno 1464 or 1465. Du Pin 
relates a curious anecdote relative to him, 
His father Gerard had two fons, by Mar- 
garet the daughter of a phyfician of Ter- 
goes, to whom he had made a promife of 
marriage; the eldeft of thefe fons was named 
Peter, and the younger Erafinmus. Gerard 
was refolved to have married Margaret, but | 
his father and brothers would not fuffer him 
to do it; therefore he ftole away out of that 
country and went to Rome, leaving Mar- 
garet great with child of her ἔων fon. 
She went to Rotterdam to 116 in there, where 
Erafmus was born. 

His father was at Rome, where he got his 
bread by writing, when he was intormed 
that Margaret his {poufe-elect was dead. 
He had always entertained hopes, that fhe 
fhould at laft become his w/z, and was fo 
fenfibly touched: with the news of her 
death, that he, gave over all thoughts of 

MaATVIALE, 
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marriage, and entered into.prief’s orders. 
Yet the news proved falfe; for when he re- 
turned into Flanders, he found her ftill 
alive, with his fwo fons, whom fhe was 
forced to provide for. Now, though he 
was no more in a condition to marry, or to 
live with her, yet he always loved her, and, 
[Ὁ long as he lived, he took care of the two 
fons he had by her. As for himfelf, he was 
-a man of good learning, had a talent for 
preaching, and in that employed himfelf 
the reft of his life. 

Erafmus entered into the order of the 
canons regulars at Stem, when he was 
about nineteen years of age, but difliking 
the way of life, heleft it, and, at his -ם1‎ 
treaty, Jutius 11. gave him a ה‎ 072 
from his vows. This great man had a foul 
too enlarged, and a mind too well culti- 
vated, to relith the wretched /chool-divinity 
of his day; he wrote many treatifes, and 
brought much controverfy upon himfelf, 
from men who feemed to have become his 
enemies, becaufe he wifhed to tell them fome 
truth. At the requeft of the Pope, the 
Emperor, the King of England, the Cardi- 
nals, Prince George of Saxony, and his own 
friends, he at laft attacked Luther’s -book 
“ de Servo Arbitris,” which engaged him 
in a long controverfy with Luther. How- 
ever, he was fufpected in fome points of 
Lutheranifm, and fome propofitions were 
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oe prefented to the parliament of Paris,in1 523, 

| which were cenfured as erroneous and (221. 
matical, by Natals Bedda, fyndic of the fa- 
culty. , 
 Erafnus wrote an Apology, in which 
he detected Bedda’s difingenuoufnefs, and 
refuted his cenfures; however, a decree 
againft Era/mus was publifhed at Paris 
1532. 

The offence which Era/mus gave, by 
fpeaking too freely againft the monks, the 
fchool-divines, and againft fome fuperftitions, 
occafioned him many bitter enemies among 
the fchool-divines and monks, who charged 
him with error, herefy, and impiety. The 
freedom with which he reproved them, the 
prejudices they were poffeffed with againft 
every thing that appeared new, their digotry 
in adhering to fome common opinions and 
cuftoms, were the caufes of all that trouble 
which he fuffered from them. 

In fhort, Erafmus, notwithftanding his 
early prejudices for the church of Rome, de- 
claimed openly again{t thofe, who, negle@- 
ing thofe facred fountains of truth the 20 
feriptures, {pent their time about queftions 
of no moment, and who, neglecting the 
duties of true religion, too much confided 
in ceremonies.—He longed for a reformation 
of manners among the clergy, as the beft 
way of putting an end to thofe diforders 
and confutions, which had been oceafioned 
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by the handle they had given to their -סקקס‎ Cenr. 
nents the Lutherans. Inftead of this being XVI. 
taken in good part, they felected pieces of 
his writings, lame and imperfect fentences, 
detached from what went defere, and from 
what followed after, and thus they obtained 
the decree again{t him as before mentioned. 
His maxim 6גזט‎ --- * I defire to do good to all 
** mankind, without offending any man,’ —but 
he found, as every man will, that this is 
impofiible. | 

He died, however, a true Catholic (af- 

ter refufing a Cardinal's hat) at Bafi, 
where he was reéfor of the univerfity, anno 
1520. 
Τὰ one of his epiftles he fpeaks of 
Tertullian, and feems to endeavour to 
foften many errors of that father, wherein 
he mentions the anéients as againtt fecond 
marriages, and that they even enjoined ce- 
libacy. 

In another, to the bifhop of Rocheffer, he 
tells him, that, on ome fide, he had the 
monks and divines to encounter with, and 
they defigned his ruin; and, on the other, the 
Lutherans, who fretted at him, becaufe he 
retarded their triumphs, as they pretended, 
and would not openly profefs Luther's doc- 
trine. He fays, there were fome things in 
that do¢trine which he did not underitand 
—fome which he doubted of—and fome 
which his confcience would not allow him 
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to maintain: and he withed that the difor- 
ders which Luther had raifed, might be as 
a bitter and violent potion, which might 
purge the church. 

In an epiftle to Franciftus a Vittoria, he 
mentions an horrid faying of St. Ferome’s 
on the fubject of marriage, viz. ** What kind 
“* of good can that be, that is only approved 
<* ofy in comparifon with fomething that. is 
** more finful?” | 

Erafmus wrote a book intitled—** The 
*> inftitution of a Chriftian marriage.’—In 
the preface he obferves, that, ** Of all things 
*> in this life, marriage is of the greatett 
>> importance —the Pagan philofophers have 
>> written of it, with al] the prudence that 
reafon could fuggeft to them. There 
*> have been an infinite number of “ws 
‘© made for the durablenefs and facrednefs 
55 of marriages. | 
>> It feems the antient Chriflians were 
** more megligent of this, than of other 
** things, becaufe the greate/f part of them 
“< were, by a fervent zeal, wonderfully in- 
““ clined to celibacy and perpetual virginity. 
*> This is the reafon that fo many of them 
* have made panegyrics on virginity, and 
>> have prefcribed rules to widows and vir- 
* gins how to live devoutly, and that few 
‘© or none of them have done the fame to 
** married perfons.” 
He defines marriage, with the /awyers, 
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to be “ A awful and perpetual union of CENT. 
<< man and wife, in order to the procreation | 
>> of children; which includes a partner- 
** fhip of life and goods. That procreation 
>> being the end of marriage, 1t cannot 
>> properly be faid that marriages, between 
<< perfons not capable of having chil- 
dren, are ¢rue marriages, yet he is fatis- 
*> fied that the church doth approve of 
*> them, and that they are in themfelves 
“© lawful. | 
> He fpeaks occafionally of the cere- 
monies of antient Pagans in their marri- 
“ ages. He treats very fully of the mar- 
*> riage between Fe/us Chrift and his church, 
of which, marriage among Chriffians is 
>> a facrament עס‎ fign.” 
He fays, ** That fome autrent divines con- 
fidered marriage only as a fign, and did 
not acknowledge that it conferred grace, 
“4 and therefore did not place it in the rank 
of thofe that are properly called /acra- 
*> ments of the New Teffament; in which, 
the βρης are efficacious by virtue of the 
>> covenant, in which Gop has declared his 
*> will. But that the more plaufible opi- 
nions of modern divines had prevailed, 
> who taught, that in marriage, lawfully 
*> folemnized, there is conferred, as in other 
>> facraments, a {pecial gift of the Holy 
*> Ghoft; by which the man and the woman 
** are confirmed in their refolutions to live - 
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.דא65‎ ““ together in perpetual agreement—but, 
XVI.  * as in the other facraments, we do in- 
- 000 0 5 זטס‎ the difpleafure of Heaven, if we do 
* not receive them as we ought to do, 
“fo the fame thing happens in mar- 
1 - 
He confeffes, ““ that the primitive CArz/- 
*> tians had fo great a veneration for -ש‎ 
*> gins, that their glory did obfcure the 
*> glory of marriage. He does not think 
** that every confent makes a true and law- 
*> ful marriage. It is neceflary, that the 
confent be given by verba de prefenti: 
that it be free and voluntary, and accord- 
*> ing to the /aws.” . | 
> He relates ‘“‘ many 100016 queftions of 
> Jawyers concerning this confent, and 
treats very fully of the obftacles of mar- 
>> riage, as well of thofe which make it 
“6 votd, as of thofe which make זו‎ μ], 
and would have the obftacle of {piritual 
relation altogether fuppreffed. 
>> That parents fhould inftru@ their 
children, at about ¢dree years of age, to 
‘ bow at the name 01 Ye/us, and to kifs 
‘ the crucifix, 0." | 
Erafmus was of opinion that St. Pau/ 
was married, and he tranflated γνησιε συζυγε; 
Phil, iv. 4. by Germana conjunx, by 
which, he believed, St. Pau/ meant his 
wife, becaufe the perfon here fpoken to, 
was to minifter to the necefflities of the /e- 
male faints. 
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GaAuFRIDUS BouUssARDUS, 


Wrote a treatife concerning the celibacy 
of the clergy. Upon that queftion, ** Whe- 
*> ther the Pope can permit a 2700 to 
““ marry —he lays down feven propofitions, 
ViZ. 

1. It is, and always has been, permitted 
in every place, as well in the Eaffern as in 
the Weffern church, for the clergy that are 
in /efer orders to marry. | 

2. That it was allowed, as well in the 
Eajftern as in the Weftern churches, from the 
very firft beginning of the church, ’till the 
times of Pope Szrictus and Innocent I. to pro- 
mote married men to the higher orders, in- 
cluding that of the prieffhood; and the priefts, 
as well as others, were allowed to 4ve with 
their wrves. 

3. Since the times of the above Popes, 
it feems it had never been allowed, in the 
Weftern church, that married men, who lived 
with their wzves, fhould be promoted to 
deacon’s or prieft’'s orders; or that thofe who 
were promoted to thofe orders fhould have 
wives—or, if they had any, they were ob- 
liged to promife that they fhould live in 


continency with them. But ’till the times | 


of Pope Gregory, married men might be or- 
dained deacons, without obliging themfelves to 

continence. | 
4. Since the time of Pope Gregory I. it 
has never been allowed in the Weftern church 
to 
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to ordain any deacons, but thofe who pro- 
mife folemnly to live in continence. 

5. It is and always has been allowed, in 
the Greek and Oriental churches, that thofe 
who are married, may be advanced to or- 
ders, even prieft's orders, and that they may 
five with their wives. | 

6. It is not, nor ever was, allowed, that 
thofe who are already in holy orders (priefts, 
deacons, or fub-deacons) fhould marry. 

7. The Pope may, in fome cafes, grant 
a difpenfation to aman that is in holy orders 
to marry. | 


CARDINAL CAJETAN. 


(In a treatife on marriage he teaches, that 
a marriage folemnized by proxy is not a fa- 
crament, 1{ it be not afterwards ratified by 
the parties prefent—That clande/tine marri- 
ages may be fometimes permitted — That it 
15. ahfalutely unlawful to converfe together 
as man and wife, before they receive the 
benedtttion of the churck—'That the prief- 
hood does not make a prief# abfolutely in- 
capable of marrying, and that it does not 
make void a marriage already contracted— 
That the przefs, when they enter into or- 
ders, take upon them the vow of virginity, 
but the Pope may di/penfe with it. 6 may 
alfo difpenfe with the Jaw, which obliges 
them to live wnmarried—That the Pope may 
diffolve a marriage contracted, but not con- 
fummated, and that he may do this ἜΣ 

only 
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only when either of the parties, or both, 
are to enter into a monaftery, but alfo for 
other reafons; becaule the only reafon why 
the facrament of marriage is not diffolvable is, 
that it is the fign of the union of Jesus 
Curist with his church; but marriage ts 
not acompleat fign of that wzzon, ’till it be 
confummated. "That the Pope can difpenfe 
with the vow of chaftity, but not with the 
vow of /iving unmarried. He maintains the 
validity of Henry VIII.’s marriage wath his 
fifter-in-law. | 
CoRNELIUS AGRIPPA, 


In his treatife of the facrament of marri- 
age, extols that /acrament, for the anti- 
guity of its inftitution, for its generality, 
and for its being zzdiffoluble, 060316, that, 
by marriage, the man and his wife become 
one 2/2, and that a man cannot part with 
his own fle/b; yet he excepts the cafe of for- 
nication. 

He was greatly cenfured, for faying 
** that marriage was diflolved by adultery.” 
He held, that Adam’s fin, ** was nothing 
>> elfe, but the carnal knowledge of Eve” 
—Et ‘* ferpens Evam tentans, Adami vere- 
יו‎ ) 


Joun Fisuer, Bifhop of RocHEsTeErR. 
He maintained, that Jesus Curist has 
taught, andappointed many things, that are 
not written in the four go/pels, and that the 
Holy 
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Cent. Holy Ghof might teach the church fome 

XVI. truths, which Jesus Curist had not taught 
before. He cenfures Luther's arrogance, in 
defpifing the laws, cuftoms, Opinions, and 
faith of the church: and exhorts all Chri/- 
tian princes not to give ear to his grofs im- 
pieties; and to employ the fame force againft 
Luther's herefies, as they would againft 
Turks, Saracens, and Infidels. 

Fifher was one of thofe who refufed to 
put King Henry VIII. in the Pope's place, 
by acknowledging δὲς Majefty fupreme head 
of the church of England, and taking the 
appointed caths—for which he was beheaded, 


June 17, 1535. 


Jacosus LaTomus. 
He was doétor and profeffor of divinity at 


Louvain, and a great controverfialift againft 
Luther and his doétrines. | 

In a 12631110 on Marriage, he begins with 

laying down fome principles concerning that 
facrament. Το prove that a marriage con- 
tratted and confummated can only be diflolved 
by death, he lays itdown— 

1. The facrament prefuppofes the con- 
trad, and if a {top be put to the contraéd, 
the facrament is null; as if, in 207/00, the 
water were hindered from touching the 
body, then there would be no dapti/n. 

2. When the contraé is valid, and made 
according to the /aws, then, neither the can- 

| tract 
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trad nor the facrament can be made void by = 


the fins of the contraéfors. 
3. Marriage is zndifoluble by the law of 
Gop, founded on this divine oracle—T/ 


two fhall be one flefh—what God hath joined | 


together, let no man put afunder. 

4. It is contrary to the /aw of the gofpel, 
to fay, that a marriage contracted, and con- 
fummated, can be diffolved during the /ves 
of the parties; which he proves by the au- 
thorities of St. Auftin, St. Serome, St. Am- 
brofe, St. Chryfoftom, and fome other fa- 
thers. | 
From thefe principles he concludes, that 
a marriage contracted and con/ummated, can 
never be diffolved, in the cafe of adultery. 
But he maintains, that, when it is not con- 
fummated, it is diffolved if either of the par- 


ties do enter into a re/igious order, becaufe © 


the perfon that does fo, is czvilly dead. 


FRANCISCUS DE VICTORIA, 


Profeffor of divinity at Sa/amanca, where 
he died anno 1546. 

In a /eGfure on marriage, which he com- 
pofed on occafion of the divorce of th 
King of England, he fays— ved 

1. Marriage is an indiffoluble contract 
between man and wife; and there are two 
ends of it; the one is, the.procreation and 
education of children; and-the other is, the 
mutual affiftance that they ought to give 

one 
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Cent. one another; that the conjent of 20/2000 ἀπά 
XVI. wife is abfolutely neceflary to marriage, and 
to be plain and exprefs per verba de pra- 
Jfentt. | | | 
_2. That princes, as well as the church, 
have power to determine obftacles that 
break marriages ; but that it is in the power 
of the church to take that power from them, 
and to difcharge them to take the concerns 
of marriage under their cognizance. 
τς 3. The obftacles of marriage mentioned 
in Leviticus, are not all of perpetual ob- 
ligation, by the 4aws of Gop and of ua- 
ture. | 


JoHANNES CocHLA£Us, 


. A great writer againft the Lutherans.— 
116 declaimed boldly againft the smpudence 
of thofe, who allowed priefts and monks to 
marry, and all forts of people to carry away 
the /poujes of Jesus CHRIST. 


Council of TRENT, begun Dec. 13th, 
1545, ended 1563. 

This council may be faid to have finally 
fettled and tixed the canon of Popery—to 
have collected together all the Popi/h doc- 
trine relative to the /acrament of marriage, 
celibacy of priefts, polygamy, clandeftine marri- 
ages, and marriage ceremonies, &c. and to 
chave formed the whole into one connected 
Siftem, which, receiving the Pope's approba- 
tion, became the rule of faith touching thefe 

matters, 
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matters, and remains fo in the church of 
Rome to this day. 

It would extend this work beyond ‘all 
reafonable bounds, to fet down the various 
arguments, pro and con, on the feveral fub- 
jects relative to marriage, which were 10- 
lemnly treated at this famous /ynod; ‘they 
may all be found in Brenr’s tranflation of 
“Τῆς Hiftory of the Council of Trent, 
** written in Itahan by Pietro Soave Polano.” 
—Let it fuffice that 1 tranfcribe the canons 
formed and publifhed on the occafion, as 
I find them in my author, p. 784. 

*> The dottrine of the /facrament of mar- 
** riage did contain; that dam did pro- 
** nounce the 2020 of matrimony to be per- 
petual, and that ONLY two perfons may 
be joined therein; a thing more plainly 
> declared by Curist, who alfo by his 
pafiion hath merited grace to confirm it, 
** and to fanctify thofe that are joined; 
** which is intimated by 52. ‘Pau/, when he 
faid that, ** this was a great /acrament in 
6212182 and the church.” Whereupon 
matrimony in the evangelical law, ex- 
ceeding the antient marriages, by addi- 
tion of grace, is juftly numbered among 
the facraments of the new law. Therée- 
fore the 2200, condemning the herefies 
in this matter, doth conftitute the An a- 
THEMATISMs.—N, B. 

“αν Again{t him that hall fay, that ma- 
** trimony is not one of the /even facra~ 
** ments 
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ments inftituted by CurisT, and doth not 
confer grace. 
‘* 2. Or that it is lawful for 1 iftians to 
have many wives at once, and that it is 
not forbidden by any law of Gop.—N.B. 
‘3. Or that only the degrees of affinity 
and confanguinity, exprefied in Leviticus, 
may nullify the marriage, and that the 
church may not add others, or di Ufpenfe 
with fome of ¢hem. 
‘<4. Orthat the church cannot confti- 
tute zmpediments, or hath erred in con- 
ftituting them, | 
«<5. Or that one of thofe who are mar- 
ried may diffolve the matrimony for 
herefy, troublefome converfation, or vo~ 


luntary abfence of the other. 


> 6. Or that /2wfu/ matrimony, not con-~ 


>> fummated, is not 01001060 by a folemn 
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religious vow. 
*> 7. Or that the church hath erred in 
teaching, that the matrimonial bond is 
not diffolved by adultery. 
>> 8. Or that the church doth err in fepa= 
rating thofe who are married for a de- 
terminate or indeterminate time, in re- 
{pect of carnal conjunction or cohabi- 
tation. | 
.כ‎ Or that the ecclefiaffics of holy or- 
der, or profeffed regulars, may marry, as 
alfo all thofe who find they have not the 
gift of ג‎ in regard that Gop doth 
'* not 
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fiot deny the gift to him that doth de- 


mand it. | 

% .סז‎ Or that fhall prefer the ftate of 
marriage, to virginity and chafiity. 

“αι, Or that the prohibition of marri- 
age, in certain times of the year, is, /u- 
perfiition, or fhall condemn the denedic~ 
tions and other ceremonies. 


.*> 12. Or that matrimonial caufes do not 


belong to ecclefiaftical judges. 

>> The decrees of the reformation of mar- 
riage did contain, 

> .ז‎ That, howfoever it be true, that 
clandeftine marriages have been trueand/aw- 


« ful, {0 long as the church bath not dif- 


6% 


6 


allowed them, and that the fynod doth ana- 
thematize (i. e. curfe) him who doth not 


*> hold them for fuch; as alfo thofe who 
** atlirm, that marriages contracted without 
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confent of parents, in whofe power the 
married perfons are, are void, and that 
the fathers may entirely approve or dif- 
approve them, yet the church hath ever 
forbidden and detefted them. 

** And becaufe prohibitions do no good, 
the fynod doth command, that the matr1- 
mony {hall be denounced in the church, 
three fefitval days, before it be contracted, 


and, no impediment being found, fhall be 


celebrated in the face of the church, where, 
the parifh prie/, having interrogated the 
man and the woman, and heard their con- 
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fent, thall (ἂν .----] join you in matrimony, 
in the name of the Father, Son, and Holy 
Ghoft, and fhall ufe other words, ac- 
cuftomed in the province. 
** Notwithftanding, the /ynod doth. re- 
fer it to the will of the 0/0002 to omit 
the danns, but doth declare thofe to be 
incapable of marriage who attempt to 
contract it without the prefence of. the 
parifh prieff, or another prie/?. of equal 
authority, and of two or three witnefies, 
making 0/4 and nullifying {uch con- 
tracts, and puni/hing 6ב‎ 
*> Afterwards it exhorts the parties not 
to dwell together, before the benedsétion, 
and commands the pari/h prieff to have a 
book, in which marriages, fo con- 
tracted, fhall be written. | 
* It exhorts the parties that are to b 
married to confefs, and communicate, 
before the coutrac?, or confummation of. 
the marriage. 
>> It referveth the cu/foms and ceremonies 
of every province, and will have this 
decree to be of force, within thirty days 
after it fhall be publifhed תג‎ every 
parifh. 
> 2. Concerning the zmpediments of 
marriage; the fynod doth afhirm, that 
the multitude of prohibitions, did caufe 
great fins and /candals; therefore it doth 
reftrain that of /piritual cognation, to that 
which the daptized, and their parents, 
| ss have 
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‘© have with the god-fathers and god-ino- 
ἐς thers, and the number of thefe to one 
** man and one woman only. Ordaining 
>> the fame about the kindred; which doth 
2 7 by the /acrament of confirmation. 

> 3. It doth reftrain the zmpediment of 
Be: which hath its beginning from 
contracts, to the 777 degree only. 

« 4. That of afinity by fornication to 
the firft and fecond. 

N.B. The Albigenfes, about the year 
1175, taught—that, ‘* the confent of a 
‘* willing couple, without the formality 
uaa vis Jacerdotal benediction, made a lawful 
* marriage. 

The Lollards, cent. 14, laid it down as 
Sound doGrine, that, ““ if a man and woman 
“4 came together with an imftention to live 
*> in wedlock, this intention is fufficient, 
‘* without paffing through the forms of 
** the church.’’—See before, vol. i. p. 148, 
149, 10 edit.—p. 140, 2d edit. 

On the other hand, the church of Rome, 
and more efpecially after the time of Pope 
Innocent 111. converted the above feriptura/ 
ideas of /awfu/ marriage, into the damna- 
ble fin of fornication and whoredom; in 
this the Protefants have followed them. 
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But where is there fo much as a glimpfe = 


of feriptural authority for this? Where can 
there be found a fingle /awfal marriage 
throughout the whole Bzd/z, if the forma< 
lity of facerdotal benedittion, or paffing 

R 2 through 
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Cent. through the forms of the church, are necef- 

Χ fary to conftitute it? There is not the 
{malleft trace of any fuch thing. There- 
fore, however this piece + 1 
knavery may be part of the craft by which 
some bave gotten their wealth—yet, as has 
been {hewn at large, as it is fubverfive of 
the order of Providence—an infult on the 
truth of Gop—and big with rum to the 
weaker fex, it may be deemed one of the 
moft wicked, dangerous, and deftructive 
impofitions, that ever were invented, or 
forced on the credulity of mankind. 

But there 18 fomething in the words of 
this canon, as of others to the fame purpofe, 
which are to be found in the courfe of the 
preceding evidence, which evince the na- 
ture and force of fruth — it is like the 
jun; though clouds overwhelm its bright- 
nefs, and conceal the full blaze of its 
{plendor from our eyes, ftill it will be 
perceived fufficiently to make our day— 
thus will the ¢ruth of Gop, however 
darkened by error, {hine fufficiently through 
it, to difcover its power and influence on 
the human mind. Here it has forced the 

= Papifts into an acknowledgment of it, and 
fuch a one as contradiéts, their whole Δ" 

tem on the fubje@t of marriage. For if 

this be a mere nu/lity without the forms of 

the church, how can it raife an afinity be- 

tween the parties? If it does, what is that 

afiuity or relationfoip, but that which the 

{cripture 


bors 11 


fcripture hath holden forth to us under 
the idea of marriage? If it does not, how 
can there be any afinity reaching between 
defcendents to the fir/f and fecond degree, 
when there was none between the parents 
or anceflors? The idea of a nullity deftroys 
that of afinity—and that of affinity de- 
ftroys that of nullity. Take the matter ei- 
ther way, it proves that the truth was too 
hard for them, and above their art to con- 
ceal enttrely. 

WHEATLy, on the Common Prayer, 
edit. 7th, p. 424, tells us, that ‘* daffard 
>> children” (2. ὁ. thofe born only under 
the law of Gop and nature) ““ are no 
>> more at liberty to marry within the 
*> degrees of the Levitical daw, than thofe 
© that are /egitimate”’ (7. e. born of parents 
joined by prieftly ceremony.) But why not? 
‘If the marriage of the parents is a nuélity, 
the fuppofed confanguinity or affinity be- 
tween the defcendents mutt be a nullity 
alfo—for out of nothing can come 70- 
thing. . 

This ftrange jumble between fruth and 
falfbood, making the fame marriage to be 
10 valid as to fall within the reach of the 
Levitical law in refpect of the iffue, and 
yet fuch a nullity with refpect to the par- 
ties themfeives as to be no better than 
qwhoredom and fornication, is too palpable 
inconfiftency and contradiction to agree 
even with zt/e//, and can never be proved 
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to harmonize with the uniform and 60100 
ent {cheme in Gop’s word. 


Mr. WuHEATLY, p. 219. concerning 


the place where the ceremony is to be per- 


formed, expreffes himfelf thus—** And 
>> fince Gop himfelf doth join thofe that 
“4 are /awfully married ; certainly the houfe 
% of Gop is the fitteft place wherein 
ἐς to make this religious covenant. And 
ἐς therefore, by the antient canons of this 
““ church, the celebration of matrimony 
*> in taverns, and other unhallowed places, 
‘* 18 exprefsly forbidden.” Here he cites 
an old Popifh canon of Winton, made anno 
1287, which was not long after marriage 
was made a facrament. “ And the office 
> is commanded to be performed in the 


ἐς church, not only to prevent all clandef- 


*> tine marriages; but alfo that the fa- 
““ crednefs of the place may ftrike the 
56 greater reverence into the minds of the 
** married couple, while they remember 
** they make this 4o/y vow in the place of 
ἐς Gon’s peculiar prefence.” 

Thus we fee, what reverence is to be 
paid to the marrtage-ceremony, of man’s zn- 
vention, While the ordinance of Gop’s im- 


flitution (GEN. 11. 24.) if without the for- 


mer, is difhonoured with the opprobrious 


ftigma of whoredom and _fornication.—Surely 


nothing but 6 8608 of Popery could 
ever ae dared to haye fet fuch an example 
of cont 227 


A Jewith 
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A Jewith prief, under the Jaw, who =. 
had taken upon himfelf to introduce an 
uncommanded ceremony into the temple-wor- 
Jbip, and had fo fpoken of it, as to endeas 
vour to perfuade the people that it was or- 
daihed of Gop—and that fome other ord- 
nance, Which was of Gop, was not to be 
regarded but as criminal without it—would 
probably have been ftoned to death for /2- 
crilege and bla/phemy, by the fentence of 
the zudges of I/rael. 

For my own part, I can find juft as 
much /éripture authority for changing a οἷ- 
vil contrac into the form of ἃ facrament, to | 
be adminiftered, as fuch, by the hands of 
a Popi/h prief, as for turning it.into a re- 
ἄρτοις ceremony, ἴο be adminiftered by a 
Protefant minifter at the communion table in 
a church. And I do believe, that we may 
venture to fuppofe, if the former had never 
been 22000760, the /atter had never been 
thought of. 

One thing is very certain, that, they 
almoft egually contribute to hide from the 
eyes of men, the real nature, the true e/~ 
fence, the certain obligation, the antient 
Jimplicity, and the appointed efficacy of the 
primary infittution, and thus affift to carry 
on that fcheme of female ruin, which evi- 
dently refults from vacating every contract 
but what arifes from their own authority. 

* 5. It doth take away all hope of di/- 
** penfation, for matrimony wittingly con- 
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tracted in. degrees prohibited ; and to 
thofe who have ignorantly contracted, 
without the /olemnities, in cafe of proba- 
ble ignorance, a di/penfation—gratis. 
<< But to contract in degrees prohibited, 
a difpenfation fhall never be granted, or 
feldom only, for a juft caufle, without 
cof; nor in the /fecond degree among 
princes, except for a public caufe. 
>> 6. Matrimony fhall not be contracted 
with a woman /folen away, fo long as 
fhe is in the power of him that did fea/ | 
her; and doth declare thofe raptors, 
and thofe who do affift them with coun- 
fel, aid, or favour, excommunicated, in- 
famous, incapable of all dignity; and 
the raptor, whether he marry the wo- 
man or not, fhall be bound to give 
her a dowry, at the pleafure of the 
judge. 
“ἐς It ordains that vagabonds fhall not 
marry, without a diligent inquifition 
firft made, and 00006 of the ordinary, 
exhorting the /ecu/ar magiftrates to pu- 
nifh them feverely. 
>> 8. It doth ordain againft concubinaries, 
that being admonifhed ¢hrice by the or- 
dinary, in cafe they feparate not them- 
felves, they fhall be excommunicated, and 
perfevering one year after the cenfure, 
the ordinary fhall proceed feverely a- 
gainft them; and the concubines, after 
three admonitions, fhall be Pee 
% ) an ὃ 
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s and, if the di/bop fhall think fit, chafed 
ἐς out of the territory, by affiftance of 
*> the fecular power. | = 
*> .ף‎ It commandeth every temporal 
lord and magiftrate, upon pain of excom- 
>> munication, not to compel their fubjects, 
>> or any others, to marry, directly or in- 
directly. 
*> 10. It doth reftrain the antient pro- 
*> hibitions of zuptial folemnities, from Ad- 
*> vent to the Epiphany, and from A/h- 
* Wednefday to the ogfaves of EASTER.” | 
The Papijis borrowed many things 
from the Aeathens, and, among others, the 
prohibiting marriage at certain religious fea- 
fous of their own creating: thus the Ro- 
mans would not permit thofe days that 
were dedicated by them to acts of religion, 
to be hindered or violated by nuptial cere- 
monies. See WHEATLY on Com. Prayer, 
δα δ. pi 427: 

The heathens alfo were fo fevere on 
children’s marrying without con/ent of pa- 
rents or guardians, as to declare the mar- 
riage to be nu//, and the children to be ba/- 
> tards. ‘The antient canon law of the Greek 
church, accounts all children who marry 
without confent of parents, while under 
their power, to be no better than fornica- 
tors, The church of England, before the 
marriage-act, did not proceed to fuch ex- 
tremities, though fhe took all imaginable 
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care before-hand to prevent fuch mar- 
riages. See WHEATLY, 427. 

After the evidence which has been pro- 
duced in this chapter, of the infolent and 
daring attacks upon the divine economy, 
re{pecting marriage, which were made and 
carried on for above 1500 years together, 
to the utter demolition of that plax which 
was ordained by the Creator, and by His 
command recorded in the Hebrew fcriptures, 
it is to be hoped we fhall hear no more of 
church-authority for the truth of any thing 
which is to be believed upon the fub- 
ject. | 
We have been told, ‘* that the primary 
** command of Gop ALMIGHTY, in which 
> He ordained and “blefed the increafe of 
55 mankind, \s antiquated and pafled away— 
“4 that it does not relate to Chrs/tzans— 
** that the ztercour/e of the fexes is evil in 
** itfelf—that marriage was the confe- 
** quence of fm—that celibacy makes men 
>> like angels, and, that in comparifon © 
** thereof, marriage is finful—that all /e- 
>> cond marriages are no better than forzz- 
>> catton—that thofe who do not marry 
*> according to the Jaws of the church, 
>> live in whoredom, if they cohabit toge- 
>> ther—that a new ordinance of marriage 
“4 was ordained by Jesus CHRIST, appro- 
** priated to Cériftians, and that the divine 
<< economy re{pecting the commerce of the 


«© fexes, as revealed by 00/2 is totally 
| 6 vacated 
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ἐς vacated and deftroyed by the Aw of the Cent. 
** gofpel—that when the race of mankind 71 
>> was to be increafed, before the coming 
>> of the Mefiah, marriage was to be fought 
after, and even polygamyallowed; but now 
itis forbidden—that celibacy and virginity 
ought to belooked upon as the 112161) de- 
grees of perfection—that, next to this, is 
the total abfimence of perfons who are 
married from each other.”—Thefe moft 
notorious and horribly-deftructive /yes, with 
as many more as would fill a Winchefter 
bufhel, may be picked out of the preced- 
ing evidence, and may ferve to fhew us 
how the credulity of one part of the world 
can be impofed on by the &navery of the 
other—and, confequently, how careful we 
fhould be, of adverting to any other autho- 
rity for what we believe, shan Gop’s 
WRITTEN WORD. 

In fhort, the 22/7/00 fathers, &c. 
feem to have endeavoured to contrive δ΄ 
religion of their own, as unlike that of the 
Bible as they poffibly could; infomuch 
that אב טסאפ[‎ might well complain of 
them as of revolted Ephraim (Hof. viii. 12.) 
and fay—JI have written to them THE 
GREAT THINGS OF MY LAw, but they 
were accounted a ftrange thing. 

The Two GREAT COMMANDMENTS, 
on which hang all rhe Law and the PRo- 
PHETS, contained nothing favourable to 
clerical ambition, pride, and eovetoufnels, 
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Cenr, and thofe more articular precepts, which 
were derived from them, were too incon- 
fiftent with the views of the clergy, to 
maintain their weight and confequence 
among them—therefore neither root nor 
branch were {pared, but deitroyed by a 
feries of fraditional impofition on the 
minds of men, till the Jaws of the church, 
and not the ματος of JEHovAH, became the 
meafure and rule of right and wrong. 
Chrifttanity was not looked upon as the 
unfolding and completion of the mind and 
will of JEHovan, as revealed and pro- 
mifed in the Hebrew fcripture, directing 
us to make His Jaws our rule, His word 
our guide; but as a fyfem independent of 
every thing but z¢/e/f, which was to be 
fafhioned and formed into as many fhapes 
as the imaginations of churchmen could 
give it, and as beft fuited to promote their 
total afcendency over the human wnder- 
ftanding, their entire dominion over the 
confcience, and their uncontroulable dif- 
pofal of the perfons and properties of man- 
kind. 

The antient and perfect aw of Ϊξηο- 
vau, which He, in His infinite wz/dom, 
ordained for the moral government of His 
reafonable creatures, was too inimical to 
the defigns of ecclefaffical fraud, deceit, 
and violence, to gain an admiffion into 
the plan, either on the fubje@t of marriage, 
or any thing elfe.—‘* Thus faith the 

ἐς church,” 
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“© church,” was the warrant for men’s be- 
lief ; and thofe who oppofed this, were 
certain to fuffer every pain and penalty, 
which the meaneft and moft wanton cru- 
elty could fuggeft :—while wilful murder, 
adultery, fodomy, crimes made capital by 
the law of Gop, were abfolved on a few 
years penance. 

Such was the ftate of our national Chrif- 
tianity, at the beginning of the reforma- 
tion—the reformers once more brought the 
{criptures into view, with what fuccefs, as 
to the matters which are the fubjects of 
thefe volumes, will be confidered in the 
following chapter. 
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OBfrvations on the foregoing—applied to the 
Subjects of this Treatife. 


" א זג זר‎ 6 now, by a long induétion of 

.. particulars, fhewn how the fimple or- 
dinance of marriage, and the CREATOR’s 
whole plan for regulating the commerce of the 
Jexes, have been-taken out of His hands, into 
the hands of men, who have dared to throw 
afide thofe /aws which the Most Hicu efta- 
blifhed for the propagation, continuance, and 
prefervation of the human fpecies—and more 
efpecially for the protection of female chaftity, 
from the. ravages of ungoverned and intempe- 
rate /uff—by vacating all obligation between 
the /exes, but what arifes from suman con= 
trivance—it may not be improper, in this 
place, to make fuch remarks upon the 
evidence, as will demonftrably fhew, that. 
our whole plan is founded in error, and ori< 
ginates in the ufurped power of Popi/h church- 
men over the commandments and ordinances 
of Jenovan, as by him delivered in his 
MOST HOLY WORD. 

It will then follow, that thofe miferies of 
the female fex, which have been 10 largely 
fpoken of in the preceding volumes, and 
which it is the author's grand end and aim to 
prevent, or remedy, on the bafs of the divine 

3 law, 
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Jaw, are the natural and inevitable confé- 
quences of Popifh u urpation over the under- 
{ftandings and confciences of mankind, and 
of the abolition of that oly fyfiem of fecu- 
rity and protection to the weaker fex, which 
is afforded them by the folemn and unalter- 
able ftatutes of Heaven. 

As in what concerns the reft of the uz- 
verfe in general, fo with refpect to the human 
fpecies, the laws of Heaven are fjmples unmixed 
with dark and hard Jpeeches, conceived in 
words clear, plain, and eafy to be under- 
ftood: there are no /ophiftical diftinctions 
about what zs or zs not a marriage contraéi, 
thus leaving fo important a concern vague and 
indeterminate, as to the matter or effence of 
it in Gop’s fight; there is nothing, in this 
re{pect, faid about priefis, furplices, altars, 
churches, bells, mafs-books, banns, licences, 477: 
penfations, outward religious rites and cere- 
monies, or Of any one requifite to marriage 
but the CREATOR'S own appointment. 

Therefore, whether thefe things were in- 
vented by Popes, Councils, Synods, or other 
human power in the church of Rome—or 
adopted by ‘fohn Doe and Richard Roe, as re- 
quifites in the Reformed churches—they are 
equally out of the queftion, and can no more 
affect the validity and obligation of Gop’s 
ordinance, than they can controul the courfe 
of the fun. 

The general command, when Gop bleffed 
the male and female, and faid— Increafe 
““ and multiply” —was evidently to be done in 

a way 
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a way which the Creator himfelf was to ap- 
point; no device whatfoever of the creature 
could any more interfere in this, than in the 
difpofal and government of the univer/e. 

That which was to be the efficient caufe of 
propagation, was to be alfo the matter of in- 
diffoluble union between the male and female, 
fo as to make them one 0/2, and to create an 
affinity or relationfhip between them, even 
above and beyond that of parents and chil- 
dren.—Gen. il. 24. | | 

Thus the matter /food on the original inftz- 
tution—but as the human race increafed, 6 
feemed good to zjfinite wifdom, to make fuch 
regulations as fhould obviate the fad confe- 
quences of men’s forgetting the ftrictneis of 
the matrimonial union, and taking upon them- 
felves to diffolve its obligation. ‘The feduc- 
tion of virgins, and then forfaking them for 
others, muit be attended with confequences 
of the moft fatal kind to themfelves, as well 
as to /ociety, in the confufion that would be 
occafioned, not only with regard to the pro- 
perty of the women, but alfo as to their if- 
fue—it was therefore ordained, that where- 
ever the marriage-union had 3060, it * muft 
continue; the man could not forfake the 
woman, nor the woman give herfelf to ano- 
ther, during the firft man’s life—whether the 
man, taking the wrgim, was before in pof- 
feffion of another or not, it made no differ- 


*.The author muft be fuppofed to except fuch cafes 
85 ἍΤΕ excepted by THE LAW. See, for inftance, Ley. 
111. O—~18. 
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ence in thefe refpects, he having become oe 
Jlefe with her, made her his unalienable pro- 
perty from that moment, and it was not only 
forbidden him to put her away, but fhe was 
to be put to death if the went to another ; and 
any man who took a woman that had 26- 
come another man’s property, was alfo to 
fuffer death: Thus were adultery and whore- 
dom, feduélion and proftitution, provided againtt 
IN THE MOST EFFECTUAL MANNER. 

Thus alfo was a line drawn, which none 
could pafs with impunity ; and, that it might 
be thoroughly underftood, it was delivered: 
to Mofes by JeHovau, and afterwards com- 
mitted to writing, for all future generations, 
in that facred and indelible fyftem of divine 
jurifprudence, which bore the moft אס‎ 
COMMAND, that none fhould add fo 7f, nor 
— diminifh from it. 

Such was the /aw of that kingdom, which 
Gop ‘eltablifhed over J/rae/, when he deli- 
vered them out of Agypt—bore them on 
eagles wings, and brought them 10 6 
Exod. .אגא‎ 4, 5; where the Lorp fays— 
Now therefore, if ye will obey my voice indeed, 
and keep my covenant, then ye fhall be a pecuhar 
treafure unto me above all people: for all the 
earth is mine. | 

What the Yews 0006960 for not obeying 
Gop’s voice in his commandments, their hiftory 
informs us, and our own daily obfervation, 
on their prefent fituation, evidently fhews us. 

When it pleafed Gon, in the μος of time, 
to take out of the Gentiles.a people for bis 
ot) Wou. III. 5 name 
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tame (Acts xv. 14.) by fending bis own Son, 
Jesus Curis, to redeem them Jrom all ini- 
Guity, and to purify to bimfelf a pecultar people 
zealous of * good works—one capital and gra- 
cious promife of the covenant ran thus— 
> Twill put MY LAws into their minds, and 
‘© in their hearts will I write them. I will be 
56 their Gop—and they fhall be my people. See 
Jer. xxxi. 33.—As in another place he fays 
—I will call them my people that were not my 
peoplh—Hof. 11. 23. Rom. ix. 25, 26.—His 
LAws then, put into their minds, and written 
in their hearts, were to be the ftatutes of that 
kingdom within them—t{ee Luke xvii. 21.—of 
which the Lorp HIMSELF was to be Sove~ 
REIGN.—No other /aws do we ever hear 
| mentioned, as the ru/e of their 0000/0006, but 
the Roy aL Law (fee James ii. 8.) which had 
once been delivered by Jeyovan, in all the 
awful majefty of GopuHrap at Mount Sinai. 

Jesus, the great prophet like unto Mo/es— 
(fee Deut. xviii. 15. Acts iii. 22.)—preached 
thefe /aws—declared that mot a jot or tittle 
fhould pafs from them—that he who broke the 
leaft of them, and taught men to do fo, fhould 
be called leaft in the kingdom of heaven. 

Notwithftanding all this, as the Yews had 
made void thefe Jaws by their traditions, the 
Chriftians, as we have feen, foon began to 
tread in their fteps, and to fet up a kmmgdom of 
this world, which they called the church, over 
which man, not Gop, was to govern; and in 
which, not Gon’s Jaws, but man’s devices, 
| * See Tit. ἣν 14. 

were 
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were to be the rule of obedience. ‘The 0006 
quences of this may be feen in the foregoing 
pages of this volume, and the dreadful effects 
are felt, feverely felt, by thoufands to this 
hour. | 
There 37016 met, who, under notions of 
piety and purity, found fault with every thing 
Gop had done, with refpeét to peopling the 
world; and plainly give us to underftand, 
that if they had been to contrive the matter, 
they would either have done it by fome other 
method, or have put an end to the human 
race. Gop had faid—** Increafe and multiply” 
—this they were for confining to the times 
of the Sews/h difpenfation, and exhorted 
Chriftians to live in celibacy, affuring them 
that this was ** as far above marriage as the 
** heavens were higher than the earth.” 
‘<< Some there were of the moft eminent 
** bifhops, and moft zealous Chrefizans, who, 
*> having imbibed the phz/ofophers opinions 
** and prejudices againft marriage, as an eftate 
in itfelf 2/20/2007, and fo troublefome, that 
** it was utterly inconfiftent with an 20 and 
“© fpeculative 1116, did ever retain fuch an an- 
** tipathy againft it, efpecially in the clergy, 
that they were inveighing againft them 
that were married, infomuch that they 
brought it into general diflike.’—See Dy 
Pin, Cent. vil. p. g. ἢ. * The council of 
> Eliberis, anno 305, can. 33, actually de- 
** creed again{t 27/0/22 marriage. Ib. 
However, with regard to the /aity, in or- 
der to fanctify the unclean as well as they 
S 2 could, 
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could, they invented priefly benedifion, where 


people married but once ; as for marrying ἃ /e- 
cond time, it was 681160---** only a more ίρε- 
* cious and decorous kind of adultery” — 
and prie/fs were forbidden fo much as to be 
prefent at /econd marriages—which, by the 
way, proves that marrzages were yet looked 
upon as valid, without a prief, only they were 
deemed unholy, as wanting the benediction. 

In proceis of time, this Jenediftion of a 
priefi paved the way for other religious forms 
of words, and farther ceremonies. The reader may 
eafily acquaint himfelf with their progrefs, by 
reviewing the ftate of the preceding evidence 
—Chap. xii. 

At length, the “ews of ,זוב טסאפ[‎ which 
held forth the primary inffztution, in its whole 
nature and effence, as making the male and fe- 
male one 0/2, and as conveying an exclufive 
property to the man in the «woman, by the 
Simple ordinance fet down Gen. 11. 24. were 
fo far laid out of the queftion, as not only to 
eftablith no ob/igation whatfoever, fimply on 
the footing of the CREATOR’sown FIAT; but 
This, without the ceremonies which the church 
had invented and impofed, was ftamped with 
infamy, called fornication and whoredom, and as 
{uch is looked upon in the Cériffian church 
to this hour! 

That this was not effected, but by flow 
degrees, is very apparent from what pafled in 
the fourth century; when. Conffantine, who 
was a great favourer of the wews of the 
Jergy, as well-as a great promoter of their 
ὃ | power, 
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power, enacted a law to difcourage concudi- 
nage, and to promote matrimony, as they * called 
it ;. which law provided for the legitimacy of 
ante-nuptial children, i. e. fuch as were born 
of parents who had lived together fimply on 
the footing of Gop’s own inftitution, and, 
whofe children began to be deemed Jaflards. 
—** The church,” it is faid, ** meddled not 
>> with thefe diftinGions of the 0/0// laws, 
*> but, regarding only the law of nature, ap- 
““ proved every conjunction of one man with 
*> a woman, if it was with cne woman, and 
>> perpetual; and the more fo, becaufe the 
% holy fcriptures employ the name of wife 
>> and of concubine indifferently.” See before, 
vol. i. p. 31, n, 11% edit.—p. 32..2d edit. 
= By what has been faid, it appears, that the 
notion of the unlawfulnefs of fecond mar- 
riages had taken deep root, and that polygamy, 
of courfe, was indifcriminately banithed from 
the Céhriftian plan of marriage — but, that 
prieftly benediction, and religious ceremony, 
were by no means then eftablithed, as of the 
effence of the awful conjunction of the man 
and woulan. | 

As churchmen increafed in power and 
qwealth, the love of doth increafed, in every 
age; and, as we have already feen, by the moft 
pregnant teftimonies, marriage was entirely 
taken, as it were, out of Gop’s hands, into 
the hands of churchmen; the Hebrew {crip- 
tures, relative to the commerce of the fexes, 

* The word matrimonium was borrowed from the 
Heathen.—See AINswortTH—{ub γος, 
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for certain very cogent reafons, laid out of the 
cafe; and what the Popes, councils, fynods, 
cnd suman laws determined to be marriage, 
was marriage; what they determined to be 
whoredom and fornication, was fo; what they 
determined to be 20/20/07, was baftardy; but 
what Gop had determined to be, or not to 
be, any of /20/ fignified no more than if 
He had never determined any thing about the 
matter. 

The great affair of all was the invention 
of Peter Lombard, when he found out mar- 
riage to be a facrament—this was the means 
of throwing it entirely into the hands of the 
priefs, and making it an objec of the jurif- 
diction of ecclefaffical judges. It gave the 
churchmen a power of celebrating it with what 
rvites and ceremonies they thought proper, and 
to declare, that, on no other terms than what 
they had invented, could the parties be maz 
and wife in the fight of Gop—fo that all this 
may be deemed pure, true, and genuine POPERY 
—which, by leaving men and women under 
no obligation to each other, but on the foot- 
ing of what was afterwards finally deter- 
mined and fettled at the council of Trent, has 
opened that door to female ruin, which, in all 
its increafing horrors, 1s fo peculiarly the dz/- 
grace of all Cérifran countries in general, 
and of this in particular, as to call aloud for 
the reftoration of the divine Jaw, which is the 
only means of putting a ftop to 1 

As for the reformed church of England, it 
owns but two facraments, and of courfe does 

not 
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not call marriage by that mame; but when we 
confider, that our “ form of falemnization of 
“© matrimony’ Was compiled in the days of 
Edward VI. by men who had been educated 
in the church of Rome, and who mutt have 
had their minds prejudiced and deeply tinc- 
tured with the Popi/h ceremonies, we are not 
to be furprized that our ritual and that of 
the Romifh church fhould bear fo itrong a re- 
femblance. 

It is to be adminiftered by ὦ priefi—in a 
Jsurplice ( ‘fuperpellicio indutus, tays the Popij/h 
rubric)—in the church—at the communion- 
table—** the man and woman are to kneel down 
“« before the Lorn’s ¢ad/e” at acertain part of 
the /ervice—*‘ Sacerdas jubeat eos invicem jun- 
>> gere dextras, dicens—Ego conjungo vos in 
matrimonium, in nomine Patris, & Fil, & 
> Spiritus Sant. Amen.” Rom.Rit. ** Then 
>> fhall the prief join their right hands 
>> together, and fay—‘* Thofe whom Gop 
>> hath joined together, let no man put afun- 
66 der 1 pronounce that they be man and 
>> qwife together, in the name of the Father, 
*> and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoft. 
‘© Amen.” Ch. of Engl. 

The reafon which the council of Trent 
gave for the ufe of thefe words, was, that-~ 
*> in a fhort time it might become an article 
““ of faith, that thofe words, pronounced by 
** the pari/h-prieff, were the form of the /a- 
“4. crament.” 

Now, if an honeft Quaker was to fay to 
me—** Friend, thou doft not allow marriage 
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+ to be a facrament, that is, thou doft not: 
*> call it by that name; but, how doft thou 
*> diftinguifh thy proceedings from thofe of 
_ * the church of Rome? how dott thou, as to the 
‘* thing itfelf, call it by what mame thou wilt, 
*> make more or lefs of it in reality; than hath 
*> been made by the council of Trent 2” —I do 
confefs, that I know not how 1 fhouid get 
rid of my plain friend, unlefs he would be ta- 
tisfied with a guzbd/e, inftead of an an/wer, or 
with a diftinciion, without difference enough 
fairly and fubftantially to warrant it. 

Were he to prefs me farther upon the fub-. 
ject of banns, difpenfations, and Licences, or to. 
afk me to produce an authority from Gop’s 
word for our r7fual, or almoft any thing be- 
longing to it, I muft turn him over to popes, 
councils, fathers, &c. and get out of his way 
as faft as I could, or elfe endeavour to filence 
him, by telling him, ““ that the aforefaid 

>> ritual is part of the Jaw of the land, efta- 
>> blifhed by aé# of parliament, and 1s alfo 
> ouarded by a canon, loaded with excom- 
*' munication zp/o facfo again{t all impugners 
56 of it.’——-To this he might reply, that ‘in 
* the days of Henry the king—it was made 
> felony for our priefis to marry—to deny 
<< ¢ranfubftantiation was burning alive, with 
>> forfeiture, as in cafes of high treafon ; but 
> thefe were ungodly laws, and therefore 
*¢ were repealed, and 10 ought all other 5 
>> which, like them, oppofe the truth of the 
% feriptures, or lead people into error and 
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56 fuperftition, by hiding from them the true 
>> nature and obligation of Gon’s injiitu- 
‘© tions. 

The Romi ritual is in Latin; which, ren- 
dered into Engli/b, begins thus—*‘‘ The pari/h 
$* prief?—parochus—who is about to celebrate 
“ς matrimony (publication of daxnshaving been 
* made on ¢hree feftival days as before faid) 
>> if no lawful zmpediment hinder, fhall come 
*> into the church, cloathed in a furplice (/u- 
<< perpellicio) and white robe (alba ftola) tak- 
*> ing with him at leaft one clerk, who may 
>> bring the 2000, and a veflel of holy water 
*> with a /prinkler, before three, or twa, wit- 
*> neffes, fhall afk the man and the woman 
>> (who for decency fhould be attended by 
“4 their relations or neighbours) concerning 
- their confent, feverally, in this manner, in 
* the vulgar tongue. | 

«« N. wilt thou take N. here prefent, for 
*> thy lawful wife, according to the rite of 
*¢ holy mother church? ‘The man {hall an- 
>> fwer—T will, &c. &Kc. 

>> Then the prief# is to fprinkle the parties 
** with 4oly water; then he isto 20/6 the ring, 
>> and fprinkle it with holy water in the form 
““ of a crof/s; and the bridegroom, receiving 
*> the ring from the 27760, is to put it upon 
‘the fourth finger of the woman’s /eft 
« hand” (Digito annulari—a phrafe borrowed 
from the Heathens, as the cuftom itfelf * was) 
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* See Thelyph. vol. 11. 203, n. 24 edit.—p, 222—2, n. 
τῇ edit. sale, τί [ 2 
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>> the prieft faying—In the name of the Fa- 
*> rher, and of the Son, and of the Holy 

“ὍΡΟΝ 
The nuptial ceremony among the Hotten- 
tots is as follows—‘* The men fquat them- 
>> felves on the ground in a circle, all but 
>> the bridegroom, who {quats in the center. 
>> The women, at fome diftance, fquat them- 
ἐς felves likewife in a circle about 16 1% 
5 who likewife fquats. Then the 277600, or 
*> mafter of the refgious ceremonies, who is 
* always that of the &raa/ where lives the | 
<< bride,” (and fo may be ftyled parochus) 
>> enters the circle of the men, and, coming 
up to the bridegroom, waters upon him a 
little—the bridegroom receives the fiream 
** with much eagernefs, rubbing it brifkly 
*> all over his body, and making with his 
“4 long nails feveral deep fcratches in his 
,תוא‎ that the wrime may penetrate and 
*> foak the farther. The prie# then goes to 
the circle of the women, and coming up 
** to the dride, waters a little upon her; fhe 
*> receives and rubs the wre upon her body, 
‘* with as much eagernefs as the bridegroom. 
*> Then goes the przff again to the bride- 
groom, and having watered a little more 
upon him, away he goes again to the 
bride, and again wafers upon her. And fo 
> he goes from one to the other, ’till he has 
“4 exhaufted upon them his whole ftock of 
urine, uttering from time to time to each 
* of them, one of the. following good 
3 % withes, 
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>> withes, till he has pronounced the whole 
** upon them both.—** May you live long and 
>> happily together.—May you have a fon be- 
** fore the end of the year.—May this fon live 
>> to be a comfort to you in your old age.— 
“© May this fon prove a man of courage, and a 
“© good huntfiman.” This is the whole of 
“4 the nuptial ceremony; after which the 
whole company rife, and prepare for a 
4 feaft.” See Kolben, Cape hift. vol. i. 
> 0 

Now, I do not fuppofe that the reader can 
perufe this account of fo filthy, fo ridicu- 
lous, fo abfurd a ceremony, without loughing, 
- and feeling in his mind a moft fovereign 
contempt for a people feemingly 10 loft to 
the poffeflion of common reajon. But this 
is not the cafe; there are doubtlefs as wife 
and underftanding men among the natives of 
the Cape of Good Hope, as among the Ewro- 
peans (why fhould there not >—** Gop 7 
‘© made of one blood all nations for to dwell on 
>> all the face of the earth.’ )—Their fond- 
nefs and reipect for fo beaftly and abfurd a 
ceremony, does not therefore proceed from a 
want of xatural reafon, but, from a proftitu- 
tion of their rational faculties, to a certain 
thing called /uperftition; which, under the 
aufpices of another certain thing called priefi- 
craft, puts Chriftians and fHottentots upon a 
level, as to a blind fubmiffion of their under- 
ftandings and con{ciences to thofe who have 
been artful enough to gain an entire afcen- 
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dency over them. Lord Peter’s holy water 
has no more to do with Gon’s ordinance of 
marriage, than the Savage's urine has; but 
neither the Hottenfot nor the Papi? will 
acknowledge that they are miftaken ; and 1 
fhould fuppofe, that a man would ftand as 
bad a chance for his “fe in a Kraa/ at the 
Cape, as in the Holy Inquifition at Rome, were 
he to fay, in either place, what I have faid 
upon the fubject, | | 

The Hottentot anderfmaken, it mutt be con- 
fefled, is not quite fo cleanly as the Popi/h 
ritual; but it has this advantage over the lat- 
ter, that it is not dying in the name of the 
Lorp ;—it is not a profefled zmpofition upon 
the minds of men, in the very face of Gop’s 
revelation—it is not an unauthorized ufe of 
that venerable and boly name of the Lorn 
our Gop, in order to make men believe, 
that marriage is, what Gop has never made 
it—‘* a facrament, ordained by Cbrifi—appro-~ 
*> priated to Chrifizans.: | : 

Perhaps my Qyaker-friend might here 16- 
mind me—‘* thou fhouldft not throw /fones, 
«© for thine houfe is alfo made of 1316." 
> In fhort, wherever the Ample ordinance of 
Gop is obfcured, fo that men are kept in the 
dark as to its nature and obligation — wher- 
ever thofe wife and holy Jaws, which Gop 
hath made for the prefervation of his crea- 
tures from mifchief and ruin, are fufpended, 
on fome terms and conditions of human in- 
vention, fo that they cannot operate, δὲ τα 

wer 


[ 269 [ 
{wer the ends for which they were revealed — 
wherever an human ceremony 1s impofed upon 
the underftandings of mankind, as that, with- 
out which, the pofitiveinftitution of Gop AL- 
MIGHTY is 2ull and void to allintents and pur- 
pofes whatfoever—it makes little difterence, 
by what name the obftacle be called, or by 
qwhoi invented; it is an infolent attack upon 
the divine fovereignty—a daring invafion of 
the divine prerogative of legi/lation—a down- 
right and open rebellion againtt the majeffy of 
Gop—and, whether this be done by C4ri/tians, 
on this, or on the other fide the Tyser— 
Tros, Tyriufve, mihi nullo diferimine agetur. Virg. 
We have feen, in the long detail of the 
foregoing evidence, fome dreadful m/chiefs, 
which have attended the unnatural oppo- 
fition, raifed againft the primary decree of 
Heaven, relative to the propagation of the δώ- 
man fpecies.—The celibacy of the clergy, being 
contrary to nature itfelf, as well as to {crip- 
ture, produced evils of the moit horrible and 
deftructive kind — this may be concluded, 
from the many canons we find againtt fodomy, 
child-murder, either by caufing abortion or 
otherwife — likewife, the frequent mention 
of the crimes of adultery, whoredom, and Sor- 
nication, particularly charged on the clergy, as 
alfo of daffards being excluded from holy or- 
ders, and the like. | 
Thefe are ftanding proofs of the * mifchiefs 
| which 
* The Wickliffites or Lollards as they were ¢alled, en= 


deavoured to get their doctrine approved by parliament, 
and 
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which enfued from men’s inventing /chemes of 
boline/s and purity, םג‎ order to maintain which, 
the word of Gop was thrown afide, and the 
wifdom of man exalted in its place. The uaton 
of the fexes, though ordained of Gop, as that 
inftitution by which the world fhould be peo- 
pled, was ftamped with a degree of infamy, 
as impure in itfelf, and caufing a defilement 
in thofe who engaged in it, unlefs prie/tly bene- 
diétion and religious ceremony interpofed: 
and even here, it was 10111 too zmpure to be en- » 
gaged in by thofe who miniftered in holy 
things; and therefore forbidden to the /aity, 
without the purification of holy water, &c. 
and forbidden to the c/ergy entirely. 

Impediments to marriage, which are men- 
tioned in Gop’s law, were difpenfed with 
others were invented, which Gop’s law never 
mentions, and made the grounds and caufes 
of diflolving marriage—fuch as between god- 


and in 1395 prefented a remonftrance to the Houfe of 
Commons, containing many articles, one of which was— 
>> that the celibacy of the clergy occafioned many fcan- 
dalous irregularities in the church”—another was— 
*> that the vow of /ingle life, undertaken by women, was 
*> the occafion of numberlefs diforders, and of the mur- 
>> der of multitudes of children unbaptized, and even un- 
* born.”’ Rapin, vol. i. 481. Qu? Where is there 
any thing in the fcripture which authorizes bringing 
‘women under fuch a ftate of bondage to fear and fhame, 
as to induce them to murder their children, in order to 
conceal their pregnancy or delivery? No fuch thing was 
ever known or heard of in the church of Gon, ’till lyes 
and fictions took place of the divine law; when celibacy 
ewas preferred to marriage—and marriage itfelf only allow- 
ed under fuch terms .asmen invented, and impofed on their 
fellow-creatures. 

fathers 


6 


] 27: ] 

fathers and god-mothers at baptifin or confirma- 
tion—relatives to the feventh degree—and even 
as far as any relationfhip could be traced— 
a man’s having another wife living, though 
fhe was under circumftances, by which every 
end of marriage was prevented—the apoftle’s 
rule was inverted, it was no longer 00/06 
marry than burn, but better burn than marry— 
thus were the Chriftzans laid under a yoke to 
which the ews were utter ftrangers, and 
_ were taught to believe, that, whatever marrz- 

age was by the Mo/atc law, it was now to- 
tally altered; it was ‘‘ a facrament, inftituted 
** by Cérif?, and appropriated to Chriftians’— 
a law of the gofpel, was to fuperfede the daw 
of JeHovau as delivered at mount Sinaz, and, 
in fhort, marriage was to be what churchmen, 
from time to time, were pleafed to make it; 
for which, after fome faint attempts to juf- 
tify their proceedings, by, what they 6 
“the new evangelical law,” they fairly and 
honeftly avowed ‘the power of the church, 
i. 6. of the Pope, and his coadjutors, the car- 
dinals, archbifbops, and bifhops in council af- 
fembled, to be paramount to all other power 
whatfoever; they trampled.a// laws, divine and 
human, under foot; and not what Gop had 
faid in his Worp, but what the church had 
faid in its canons and decrees, was the rule of 
faith and manners. 

There is a paffage in the Turhijfb Spy, on 
the innovations which human imagination, 
and church power, introduced in the place of 
Gop’s laws, which I fhall make no apology 
| | for 
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for quoting תס‎ this occafion, as its 004 
ject-matter, and the reflections with which 
it concludes, are much to our purpofe, and 
well worthy our obfervation. 
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>> By the very fame rule, they introduced 
the ufe of images and pictures in their 
churches: and the veftments of their priefs, 
the ornaments of the altar, the tapers; 
lamps, incenfe, flower-pots, and other religi- 
ous 83160165, were fafhioned according to 
the patterns they received from the prieffs 
of “fupiter, Apollo, Diana, and the reft of 
the 2001062 deities. Hence, the feftivals of 
the gods and goddeffes were turned to holy- 
days of fants; and temples, before confe-+ 
crated to the / moon and ffars, were afreth 
dedicated to the afoffles and martyrs. 

>> Thus the very Pantheon itfelf in Rome, 
or temple of all the gods, in procefs of time, 
by an ecclefiaftic dexterity, was converted to 
the church of all faints.—In a word, Chri/- 
tianity in all things feemed no other than 
Gentihfinin difguife. And it muftbe thought 
a pious fraud, thus to wheedle fo many 
millions of /xners into the bofom of the 
church, whether they would or no. 

>> Oh father Wilkam! doft thou not bluth 
at thefe trivial excufes, for the manifeft 
violation of the laws of Gop? Can man be 
wifer than the Omnipotent? Or will he pre-. 
fume to correct the ways of H1M that is 
PERFECT IN KNOWLEDGE? Is the true 
religion to be propagated by imitating the 


idolatrous rites-of -znfidels? Or by profti= 
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ἐξ tuting the facred injunctions of .Heaver 
ἐς to the caprices of human policy? Did any 
>> wife Jaw-giver condefcend to alter and new- 
*> model his laws, to humour a peevifh cap- 
«© tious fubject? Would he add, וס‎ 07 
‘© any thing for the fake of gaining a faction 
ἐς or party? and can we think, that Gop 
>> ever defigned, to have His divine laws 
ἐς garbled and mixed with profane indu/- 
>> gences, difpenfations, and amendments of 
>> mortals? As if He had been ignorant what 
*> he did, when He divulged 111: 4 
*> wanted the coun/fel of his créatures to help 
*> him out at a dead lift. | = 2 
ἐς Was that tendernefs only to be fhewn to 
ἐς the Yews fora time? And were they, for 
>> ever afterwards, to be fcandalized? In vain 
“4 does the church daily pray for the conver-~ 
> fion of that people, whilft by her doctrines, 
*> and daily praéfices, fhe hardens them more 
“in their zfidelity.” Turkifh Spy, vol. vii. 
P2304. 3050... . | / 
Though it be evident frorn ἐπε {ογρέαγεβ 
(comp. Ifaiah vi. g, 10. with Acts xxviii. 
25, 26, 27.) that the rebellious obftinacy of 
the ‘ews provoked Gop to leave them under 
a judicial blindnefs, yet one mean of faftening it 
upon them is, the doctrine and practice of 
Chriftians. What mutt a thinking few con- 
clude, from an auto,de fé, where he fees, net 
only the difciples 01 Mo/es, but thofe alfo who 
are the profefling difciples of ‘fefus, bound 
in one chain, tied to one flake, and tormented 
in the fame flame ?——what, when he reads of 
Vou. If. + the 
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the maffacres of Paris and of Ireland? —what, 
when he is told, that, above a milion and an 
half of reafonable and innocent creatures, in- 
cluding all ages, conditions, and sexes, have 
drenched the earth with their 2/2020, and all 
this, becaufe they refufed to worfhip a piece 
of wafer or alog of wood—or to acknowledge 
the traditions and doétrines of men, as above 
the teftimony of the {criptures? 

How fhould the ews ever give credit to 
a fy/tem, which contradicts their antient fcrip- 
tures? which lays the Joly Jaws of their Pen- 
tateuch in the duft, and treads under foot the 
awful majefty, the fupreme and unrivalled 
Sovereignty and authority of טס[‎ ΑἩ ἢ which 
tells them, they muft renounce their Law- 
GIVER, LORD, and KING, (fee Ifaiah xxxiii. 
22.) and liften only to men who have over- 
turned the whole fabric of their ceconomy, 
with refpect to marriage, and deftroyed thofe 
bulwarks which the Gop of {με raifed, for 
the fecurity of their wzves and daughters from. 
eduction and profittution?—that the protection 
of female chaflity, which their forefathers ex- 
perienced, is no longer the object of divine 
legiflation; but, that every man 18 now at 
liberty, to ravage, as he can, upon the weaker 
lex, no refponfibility left, no obligation created, 
no juftice exacted? 

How can they endure to hear the taunts of 
Cbriftians, on their antient /ffatutes?—or bear 
with patience to hear +6 4 fpeak* of 
their honoured and venerable anceffors, as adul- 
terers, whoremongers, and debauchees ?2—licen- 
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tiates in /---/0/070760 in forbidden lewdne/s by 


their Gop—worthy the ftroke of vengeance, 
and only {pared from it by divine connivance? - 
All this, and more, they muft be content to 
hear, and to fubmit to, or they muft keep 
out of the reach of Cdrijffian churchmen, or 
fhut their ears and hearts againit them. 

So that while Popi/h canons,and human laws, 
are to lay down principles on which the regu- 
lation of the commerce of the fexes is to depend, 
We can entertain no great hopes of men, who, 
from the giving of the law at mount Sinai 
to this hour, have known no other jem than 
that delivered by Mofes, and acknowledge no 
appeal from their antient /criptures, to the 
more modern inventions of the Cériftians. 

Another article, eftablifhed on the fore- 
going evidence, is the indifcriminate prohibi- 
tion of polygamy—this appears in feveral of 
the canons which have been cited, and at laft, 
by the council of Trent, cent. 16. finally laid 
under a judicial curfe. So that, no neceffity of 
circumpances, no ftuation into which a man — 
already married can be brought—his wi/e’s 
infanity—diftemper of body or mind, or other 
unavoidable deprivation of her focrety—can turn 
the point-blank of this dreadful canon from 
the unhappy objects of its vengeance. ~ The 
= Protefiants have added to the terror of this 
piece of artillery a penal fiatute, by which po- 
lygamy, ander what circumftances of neceffity 
foever, is prohibited on pain of death.—The 
debauchery of the wives of others, the feduc- 
tion and ruin of wirgins, the incentives to 

8 procuring 
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procuring abortion, the murder of new-born 
infants, though notorious confequences of 
pricfily celbacy, cannot prevail on their fellow- 
creatures to fuffer them to marry; and all 
thefe, though confequences equally of that 
jacthitious celibacy, which arifes from an indi/= 
criminate prohibition of polygamy, cannot pre- 
vail for the repeal of that /aw, which makes 
it a capital felony for a man to do, what Gov 
not only a/ows, but in many cafes commands, 
(fee Exod. xxii. 16. Deut. xxii. 28, 29.) Add | 
to all this, the driving men into fornication 
with Aar/ots, or into other namelefs and num- 
berlefs zuconventences, which drown them in 
defiruction and perdition. This is a tyranny 
over the confciences of men, well worthy the 
Popifh inventors of it. It was altogether un- 
known to the antient people of Gop, who lived 
under the immediate government of the D1- 
VINE Law. ABA OY | 1 
But here methinks I hear a Sew fay— 
** Our Jaw has an efpecial care of population, 
** and provides againft the extinétion of fami- 
*> 1165 by darrenne/s.—Our father Abraham 
** married Sara, but finding fhe was darren, 
*> he took another wife, that he might have 
+ children. by her, and this by the perfuafion 
>> of Serah herfelfs-Our father ‘facob alfo 
““ did the fame at the perfuafion of his wives 
9 TLeahand Rachel.’ —See Gen. xvi. 2. XXX. 
>> All this is very true, anfwer I; but 
“© if Abraham had lived among Chriftiaus, one 
*> fect of them would have curfed and excom- 
** municated bim, another would have a 
> 01/71 
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*> Zim, and fent him to the devi/ into the bar- 
** cain; and fo they would have ferved. his 
+ grandfon αφού, and, for aught I know, 
«© half his generation.” | 

Another obfervation is alfo to be made, as 
refulting from the foregoing evidence, and 
that is, on the fubject of concubmage. When 
Bucer fays—*‘ legitime etiam erant uxores’— 
«They were allo /awful wives’—I firmly 
believe him, becaufe the Hesrew Scrip- 
TURES mention them as /uch.—As for the 
New Testament, 1 do not find any thing 
faid about them. The word zaaaaxy, which 
the LXX ufe for the Hebrew ,פילנש‎ and 
which we render concubine, does not once 
occur—therefore this matter muft be-con- 
feffed to ftand μησίν and merely on the f{erip- 
tures of the Old Teftament. 

The 008702, in the days of Conflantine, 
clearly held, that ** the fcriptures ufed the 
>> word wife and concubine indifferently,” and 
therefore they would not enter into the dif- 
tinction which that Emperor was making, 
between marriage and concubiage—the coun- 
cil of Toledo, anno 400, were of the fame 
opinion—and St. Augufline alfo, who is ftyled 
the father of the Latin church, did not differ 
from them.—See before vol. 1. 32, n. 
= As the church grew more corrupt, and 
churchmen more infolent, and more ambitious 
of increafing their dominion over the minds 
of men, they confounded all fcripture defini- 
tions and ideas of things; and fuffered the 
people only to think as they would have them, 
| 7 2 and 
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and as might beft ferve for the advancement 
of prieftly power. ‘Lhe poor clergy, who were 
forbidden to marry, endeavoured to find a re- 
fuge in concubinage, or living with women 
which they took as wives, but without the 
forms which had been arbitrarily introduced 
into the church—however they were driven 
out of this, the practice 100011 condemned, by 
feveral canons, and, by little and little, concu- 
dinage was looked upon as infamous, and at 
length deemed no better than whoredom and 
Sornication. 

That polygamy and concubinage were both 
difpenfations of Gop, both modes of Jawful and 
honourable marriage, 18 a propofition as clear 
as the Hebrew fcriptures can make it—That 
polygamous and concubimary contracts are deem- 
ed by the Chriftians null and void, and ftamped 
with the infamy of adultery and whoredom, is 
as certain as that the canons and decrees of the 
church of Rome * made them to be fo.—The 


* Our having learned from the Papifis, to call poly- 
gamy, adultery, and concubinage, whoredom and fornica- 
zion —reminds one of the wi/dom of that fapient and wor- 
thy Town-clerk, in SHAKESPEARE’S Much ado about No- 
thing, in the examination of Conrade and Borachio— 

rift. WatcH. This man faid, Sir, that Dox ‘obn, the 
Prince’s brother, was a villain, . 

To. CLerK. Write down, Prince Fobu a villain—why, 
this is fat PERJURY, to call a prince’s brother villain. 

SEXTON. What heard you him fay elfe? 

2d. Watcu. Marry, that he,had received a thoufand 
ducats of Dox ‘fohn, for accufing the Lady Hero wrong- 
fully. 

To. Crerk. Flat BURGLARY as ever was committed. 

Docs, Yea, by the mafs, that it is. 
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confequences of the former, were, the pre- 
fervation of female chaflity, and the preven- 
tion of female ruim—The conifequences of 
the /2// have been, and ftill are, the de- 
Jftruction of thoufands of both fexes (but more 
efpecially * of the female) in this world and 
in the next. | 

Leigh, Crit. Sacr. fub voc. wi5—fays— 
5 Concubina-uxor. Gen, Xxli. 24. and xxv. 6. 
“Τῆς Hebrew Pilge/h (whereof the Greek 
** παλλάμη and Latin 20/00 are borrowed, 
>> which we call a concubine )fignifieth an half- 
** qwafe, or a divided and fecondary wife; which 
*> was a wife for the Jed (and thereby differ- 
*> ing from an whore / but not for honour, and 
*> government of the family, neither had 
>> their children ordinarily any right of in- 
*> heritance, but had gifts of -their father, 
>> (fee Gen. xxv. 6.)” On the margin, Leigh 
cites Grotius on fudges xix. 1. ‘* Quidam vo- 
“* cem compofitame volunt ex 35D 0/01/01, & 
אשה‎ uxor, quali uxor divifa. Nomen He- 
breum boneftius eft quam Grecum παλλακήν» 
& Latinum PELLEX, gue tamen inde vene- 
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* After all the rout that has been made about polygamy 
and concubinage in the Chriffian church—the only real 
and fubftantial difference between the antient Fews and 
the Chriftians is this—The former took a plurality of 
women, whom they maintained, protected, and provided 
for, agreeably to Gop’s word —the J/atter take a plu- 
rality of women, and turn them out to ruin and deftruc- 
tion, not only againft Gop’s word, but againft every 
principle of juftice and humanity.—Or, in other words 
if the Few took as many as he could maintain, the Chri- 
tian ruins as many as he can debauch, 
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* runt. PELLEX 07 uxorem habentis—cons 
% CUBINA 20/02 effe celibis: neque talis con- 
5 yunctio contra legem & bonos mores erat ills 
“* temportbus.’ 

* Some will have this to be a compound 
5 word—of פלג‎ δὲ divided, and אשה‎ a wife 
+ — a divided wife as it were. The Hebrew 
“name is of more Aone? import than the 
“« Greek waaaauy, and the Latin Pellex, 
> which are however both derived from it. 
*> Pellex is underftood in Latin to fignify the 
** woman who lives with a man that has a 
5% qoife—Concubina may fignify her wha lives 
‘with a fngle man.” — (Thefe diftinctions, 
made by different words, do not occur in the 
Hebrew) ““ nor was fueh a conjunction con- 
5> trary, in thofe times, to Jaw or to good 
5% manners.” 

The concubines feem to have been ufually of 
an inferior rank, as maid-fervants, and the 
like,-and to have been taken without the for- 
mality of dowry,. or any other outward 017- | 
cumftance whatfoever—but ftill they were 
certainly efteemed as the property of the man, 
as clearly appears from what ‘facod faid, 
Gen. xlix. 4. and a concubine was frequently 
ftyled 6---אשה‎ wife. Comp. Gen. xvi. 3. with 
Gen. xxv. 6. See. alfo ‘Gen. .אאא‎ 4. with 
Gen .טצאא‎ 22 ΧΧΧνΙΪ. 2. ᾿ 

I have before obferved, that concubines are 
not 0060 mentioned in the New Teftament; 10 
that concubinage 153008 entirely on the autho- 


rity of the Hebrew feriptures. Thefe, indeed, 
| / feem 
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feem to have been entirely laid afide, and con- 
cubinage, after the fourth century, gradually 
became the μη and abominable thing which 
we are taught to believe it. There is now 
no medium between whoredom and formal mar- 
riage—the fame Popi/h dexterity, which con- 
verted a piece of wafer into an suman body, 
and marriage into a facrament, turned a con~ 
cubine into a whore, and concubinage into a 
damnable fin. See before p. 30. and ἢ, 
- In fhort, concubinage brought no grif to 
the mill; no licences, difpenfations, afking of 
banns, &c. enriched either the Pope’s coffers, 
or the prieft’s pocket; therefore it was found 
better, that a poor feduced girl, and the man, 
who to humour his own pride, or that of his 
Jamily, did not chufe the facrament of marri- 
age, fhould be feparated, and /he turned adrift, 
by ‘“ being banifhed the territory;” δὲ at 
liberty to ruin as many more as he could, 
without any incumbrance or expence, and 
all thefe to become vagabonds on the face of 
the earth, rather than oly church fhould lofe 
her prerogative of fupremacy over the con- 
ferences of her votaries; or thofe darling emo- 
luments, of power and wealth, be leffened, or 
interrupted, in their increafe. | | 
This has been improved into an article of 
faith, and has been the deftruction of as 
‘many women, as would out-number the ars 
of heaven, and, in its confequences, of as 
many unborn and new-born infants, as would 
make the mfanticides at Bethlehem, or the 
4 * | 7 
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priefis of Moloch, comparatively innocent, if 
the numbers defiroyed are to be ftandards of 
guilt. 

Sure thefe themfelves from primitive 

find heathen pricfihood do derive, 

When butchers were the only clerks, 

Elders and prefbyters of kirks 

Whofe directory was to kill, 

And fome believe it is fo frill. 

The only difference is, that then 

They flaughter’d only beafts, now men : 

For then to facrifice a bullock, 

‘Or now and then a child to Motocu, 

They count a vile abomination, 

But uot to flaughter a whole nation. 


Hun, 

It has been before obferved, vol. i. 58, n. 
how apt all arbitrary and living languages 
are to gain new meanings by length of time, 
fome inftances of which are there given, and 
many more might be given. Mr. Warton, 
in his Effay on SPENCER’s Faery Queen, has 
obferved, that—‘* words, by an impercep- 
>> tible progreffion, from’one kindred fenfe 
>> to another, at length obtain a meaning 
>> entirely foreign to their original etymolo= 
>> gy,” —And indeed they frequently change 
from a good fenfe to a dad one. Who would 
think the word zmp was anciently a title of. 
royal dignity? Lord Cromwell, in his latt 
letter to Henry VIII. prays for the amp _ 
his fon. So Henry V. 16 hailed, as 
>> Royal imp of fame.” = Now it is only ufed 
in contempt or abhorrence, as fignifying an 
evil [pirit—a demon. See Steevens and “fobn- 

oe son's 
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Jon's Shakef. vol.ti. 391, n. and vol. v. 607, n. | 
“and Phillips's Dict. fub voc. 

Thus has it fared with the words concu- 
binage and concubine:—the ideas which have 
been annexed to thefe words by the Papi/ts, 
and after them by the Proteffants, are as 
foreign from the /cripture ideas of them, as 
it is almoft pofiibie for one thing to be 
from another.—Concudinage, as reprefented 
in the Hebrew fcripture, was evidently one 
mode of innocent and lawful marriage, and 
concubines’ were, of courfe, innocent and 
lawful wives — lesitime erant uxores, faith 
Bucer. So late as the fourth century, the 
terms wzfe and concubine were ufed indiffe- 
rently. So in the year 400, the council of 
Toledo decreed, that—** it was neceffary for 
>> every member of the church to fatisfy 
>> himfelf either with ome wife or one concu- 
>> bine—that he ought not to be excommu- 
*> nicated who has only a concudine.”—As 
priefly benedictions, and other ecclefiaftical 
forms and ceremonies of marriage, increafed 
by the inventions of men, concubinage was 
not only laid afide, but was looked upon as 
synonymous with whoredom and fornication, and 
a concubine was treated as a whore :—they cer- 
tainly had as much authority for this from 
the fcripture, as to have burnt her for a 
qwitch. a 2 

Still the thing itfelf, as in Gon’s fight, 
remains juft as it did, neither better nor 
worfe; for no change can poffibly be wrought 
either in the divine mind, or in the facred 
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Jenguage in which it is expreffed.—This mode 
of marriage being allowed of Gop, mutt be” 
concluded to have been for the 100/07 rea/ons, 
not the leaft of which feems to have been, 
to preferve the /ower order of females from 
defertion and profiitution (a thing not known 
᾿ς among the antient ews) but to which they 
= have been configned by the Cdriftians, with- 
out mercy or. remedy. 

I difmifs this part of the fubje&, with re- 
ferring the reader to Martin Bucer’s found 
and {criptural thoughts upon it, in the Ap- 
pendix to chap. il. of this work, at the end of 
vol. i. 

- Another obfervation, which arifes from 
the foregoing evidence, is with regard to 
thofe dangerous engines of prieftcraft, and 
ehurch- _tyrann , called, in the Popi/h canons, 
ecclefiafiical courts ; which, together with all 
their officials, commiffaries, and other officers 
thereunto belonging, were the improvements 
made by the church of Rome, on the power 
granted to di/bops and councils for the internat 
adminiftration of the church, by the Emperer 
Confiantine. In thort, when he and his fuc- 
06075 became Chriffians, they thought it 
highly for the honour of Chrifianity, that the 
clergy fhould be invefted with outward dig-. 
nities, preheminences, and authorities, fuit~. 
able to that Aingdom of this world which then, 
began to be erected—or, as 1 may fay, when 
the princes of the empire became Cbriftians, | 
the Chriftian churchmen became princes, and 


this begot the ecclefa/tical courts ; from them, 
came 
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came the courts of inguifition, and every’ 
other mode of opprefling mankind, under 
colour of law, by ecclefiaftical judges. 6 
courts, under the jurifdiction of the di/boss, 
were erected in every dicefe, and, together 
with Popery, tranfplanted into this country. 
They were the infernal ¢ridunals, which har-: 
raffled, perfecuted, diftreffed, tortured, and 
burnt Profefiants alive, and might do fo ftill, 
but for the 29 Car. II. c. 9. which takes 
away the writ de heretico comburendo, yet re= 
ferves all other punifhments but dearth, in as’ 
ample a manner as before the making of the 
ach, for ** berefy, fcbifin, and all other dam- 
“© nable doctrines and opinions.” But what 
thefe are, who can define? They are vague 
defcriptions of offences, concerning which, 
mankind are not agreed to this hour, and 
yet punifhable by thefe courts, by any eccle- 
fafical cenfures fhort of death, even to excom- 
munication itfelf, 

Outlawry in freafon or felony is a civil 
death, but excommunication may be called a 
death both ervi/ and ecclefiaflical; and, when 
duly confidered for what it may be inflicted, 
and by whom, and what its confeguences are, 
can, in all reafon and fenfe, only be looked 
upon as one of the moft barbarous, oppref- 
five, and iniquitous engines of church-power, 
that the Pope left behind him, when his im- 
mediate fupremacy in this country was 06- 
itroyed. | 

As for what it may be 101066, it refts 

very 
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very much in the breafts of the ecclehiaftical 
judges, according to the conftruction they 
may be pleafed to put on the words—** 6- 
*> refy, fchifm, and other damnable doctrines 
““ and opinions.’ -- ם1‎ fome inftances, in- 
deed, there are determinate caufes affigned 
of excommunication ipfo facto, as the reader 
may fee by turning to the ** Con/titutions 
** and Canons Ecclefaftical, treated upon by 
*> the convocation 1603,” and affirmed after- 
ward under the great feal of England, by 
that pious, wife, and patriotic prince, King 
Fames 1. : 

In the ¢welve firft canons, the reader will 
find no lefs than e/even 630105 of excommunt- 
cation—nine ipfo fatio, not one of which have 
the leaft to do with the Bzd/, or were offences 
exifting ‘till the inventions of men gave them 
birth. There are alfo other caufes of excom= 
munication, in others of thefe faid canons, 
which have as little to do with the Bibi, as 
thofe have which are before mentioned. 
The 18065 three canons alfo denounce excom= 
munication for caufes unknown to the /crip-= 
tures. 

The perfon by whom, either the fentence of 
excommunication, or the excommunication ipfo 
faéto, may be awarded, is the ecclefaftical judge, 
who is ufually a /aymau; and, if prejudiced | 
againit the party, or a man of a fevere and 
bad temper, may find out interpretative 
caufes of excommunication, 10 many and fo 
various, as to leave no man 1316 :—no jury 

| interferes 
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interferes in the trial of the caufe, no de- 
terminate definition of ** bere/y, fch ifin, and 
>> other damnable dottrines and opinions,” to di- 
rect or confine the judgment—but it ftands 
on the breath of a,fingle mortal, to determine 
on whom this horrid engine of excommunica- 
tion fhall be played off.-Add to this, as all 
the proceedings are in writing, a man may 
be accufed by a perfon he never knew, and 
convicted of the crime laid to his charge, 
without ever feeing the face of one of the. 
witneffes againft him. 

As to the confequences of thefe excommu- 
nications, 1 can hardly fuppofe, that, as to 
any /piritual damage to a man’s foul, any per- 
fon of common fenfe would trouble his 
head about them, or give a drafs farthing for 
his ab/olution; 1 am fure, if he did, he would 
give more, by all the money, tliat it is 
worth.—But as to the temporal inconvenien- 
ces accruing from thefe engimes of ecclefia/ti- 
cal defpotifm, they are certainly very terri- 
ble, fo much fo, as to render them very fe- 
rious objects of our confideration, as ἃ ὅγε 
and Proteftent people. 

There are two forts of excommunication 
called the lefer and the greater: the ₪ is 
the depriving the offender of the 8/2 of the 
sacraments, and divine worfhip ; and this fen- 
tence is pafied by judges ecclefiuftical, on fuch 
perions as are guilty of obftinacy or di lifobedi- 
ence, iN not appearing upon ἃ citation, or 
not fubmitting to penance, or other injunc- 
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tions of the court. The greater excommuni-t 
cation, 18 that, whereby men 6 
not only of the /acraments, and the benefit 
of divine offices, but of the fociety and conver= 
Jatin of the faithful—i. 6. of all perfons not 
excommunicated. ond | 

If ג‎ perfon be excommunicated generally ; 
as if the judge fay—‘‘ I excommunicate fuch.a 
*> perfon’—this fhall be underftood of the 
greater excommunication. Lindw. 78. Lind- 
wood {ays, that excommunication ipfo facto is— 
nullo, hominis minifterio interventente—which is 
about as equitable as hanging a man without 
a trial. ₪ 0 τῇ 

By art. 33, of the church of England, 
*> that perfon, which, by open denunciation 
*> of the church, is rightly cut off from the 
*> unity of the church, and excommunicated, 
>> ought to be taken of the whole multitude 
>> of the faithful as an Aeathen and publican, 
*> until he be openly reconciled by penance, 
*> 6תה‎ received into the church by a sudge 
>> that hath authority thereunto.” | 

By can. ὃς, ** the churchwardens or queft- 
*> men efpecially fhall fee, that all perfons 
‘© excommunicated, and fo denounced, be kept 
>> out of the church.” See Burn Eccl. Law, 
tit. Excommunication. 

The confequences of all this are, that a man 
is deprived of the participation of the means 
of grace—inhibited the commerce and com- 
-munion of the fathfu/—and moreover, after 
forty days, the /pirztual court fignifying this 

to 
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to the court of Chancery, by Agnificavit, there 
iffues a writ de excommunicato capiendo, which 
1% [[ב‎ but as bad as the J4eretico comburendo, 
for it caufes the man to be apprehended by 
the civil power, and thrown into gao/, where 
he may lie ’till he rots, if he has not money | 
enough to purchafe his letters of abfolution, 
as in cafes of excommunication for non-payment 
of * 00/25, and the like. 

Moreover, it is to be obferved, that the 
excommunicate perfon is fo far put out of the 
protection of the /aws of his country, as 
that he cannot fue an action real or per- 
fonal. 

He cannot make a laft wil] and teffa- 
ment. 

He cannot be an advocafe—or a witne/s—. 
nor a juror, if the record of the judgment be 
produced. 

He cannot act as an executor, or profecute 
any action for the teftator’s goods; and they 
which converfe with an excommunicate perfon 
are excommunicate |} alfo, 

And 


* One of the twenty-eight grievances complained of to 
the Houfe of Commons, anno 1640, was—‘‘ the general 
>> abufe of excommunication, which was inflicted for tri- 
*> vial matters, and the ab/folution whereof could not be 
>> obtained without money.” Another—‘* the great 
“© abufe of ecclefaftical courts.” —See Rapin, vol. ii. 261, 

+ Let it be obferved, that all thefe mifchiefs may be- 
fal a man, who is neither guilty of a breach of any re- 
vealed Jaw of Gop—nor of the known Jaw of the land— 
no part of this can the canons be reckoned, as the 

-higheft fanction which they ever obtained, was that of 
the great feal.—How then 15 imprifonment of an Englifh 
Vou. ΠΙ. U fubject, 
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And that they may de-devi/ a man to the 
uttermoft, 16 1s ordered, by can. 68, that a 
minifier is to be fufpended for three months, 
who aftords Chriftian burial to a perfon, againft 
whom the court-chriflian (for fo the ecclefaf- 
tical court is fometimes called, as the court 
of inquifition is called the houfe of mercyas 
tucus a non /ucendo—) hath pronounced the 
* greater excommunication, which may be 
done by the fingle voice of the judge, only 
faying—** I excommunicate fuch a one,” and 
that, for offences which have no foundation, 
but in the uncertain conftruction of vague 
and indeterminate 2/0208 words, or in the 
canons of the church, which are the pure in- 
ventions of an ecclefajfiical fynod, and framed, 
as near as may be, to fave appearances, to the 
canons of the church of Rome. 

Surely fuch powers as thefe are too great 
to be trufted in the hands of any man, and are 


fubject, under excommunication for offending acain{t © 
thefe canons, confiftent with that axiom in the grand 
charter of Englifh freedom, c. 29.—‘* Nullus liber homo 
(“Ὁ capiatur vel imprifonetur, 7006 fuper eum ibimus, nec 
<< fuper eum mittemus, nifi per legale judicium parium [uo- 
>> rum vel per legem terre.”—** No free man fhall be 
*> taken or imprifoned, ₪0, nor we will not pafs upon 
>> him nor condemn him, but by lawful judgment of his 
>> peers, or by the law of the land? ap 

* The church of Rome is rather more charitable in 
this bufinefs, for it has a—** Ritus abfolvendt excommu- 
>> nicatum poft mortem’—** A rite of abfolving an ex- 
>> communicate perfon after death,’—and if buried, 
they will dig kim up again for this purpofe, provided 
he fhewed a fign of contrition on his departure.—The 
ceremony of verberation and abfolution, together with 
all the reft of the farce, is in the Rituale Romanum. 


fuch 
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Τὰ ἢ as are too inimical to public Aéerty and 
fajety, to be fuffered to exift any where, much 
16/8 in a free and Proteffant country.’ While 
the Pope was fupreme head of the church of 
England, had fet himfelf above al/ daw, and 
could caufe a learned, brave, and great king 
( Henry 11.( to be fogged by a parcel-of ταί- 
cally monks, at Thomas ἃ Becket’s tomb, like 
a thief at ἃ cart’s tail-—cotild lay whole king- 
doms under an mterdiéi, and caufe the kings 
of the earth to be excommunicated, and deposed 
and murdered by their fubjects—one can ac- 
count for the people of this infatuated coun- 
try’s fubmitting to the ectlefiafitcal tyranny of 
the /piritual courts—but furely, after above 
two centuries have pafled fince the banifhment 
of the Pope, it is high time for us to reflect 
as to the fituation we are in, with refpect te 

thefe 0760111 
I have before, (vol. 1. Ὁ. 67) fpoken of 
thefe courts, and called their pewer ‘* very 
“© feeble’ —this muft be underftood in a com- 
parative fenfe, to what it was before the abo- 
lition of the sigh commiffion court, by τό 
Car. I. c. 11.-- 126 taking away the writ 
de heretico comburendo, by 29 Car. II. c. ὁ. 
—and the pafling that truly 00/0/00 law, 
commonly called the soleration-act,. 1 “W. 
and M.c.18.—but there is ftill power enough 
left, to make the fubjects of this’ kingdom 
tremble for what may happen, in lefs mo- 

derate times than thofe we live in. | 

What offences can poffibly arife,; which a 
temporal judge, and a jury of 2000000 men, 
18 sie ies ‘canfiot 
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cannot punifh ? What evils, which they can~ 
not properly and duly + animadvert upon ? 
Or what laws can be imagined, which they 
cannot execute, on the conftitutional prin- 
ciples of a fair and open trial on vivd voce 
evidence, and on the words of determinate 
and certain ftatutes? Why are * + and 
teftaments, matrimonial caufes, and other mat- 
ters of a temporal nature, to be configned 
into the hands of ecclefaftical judges ? --1 
can give no other reafon, than that the 
Pope wrefted them out of the hands of the 
ctvil powers, and placed them there; which, 
by the way, is no. bad reafon for their be- 
ing reftored to the czvi power again. 

Much has been faid, and much more 


+ ** As Si. Paul thought that men might lead quiet and 
>> peaceable lives, in all.godlinefs and honeffy, under pro- 
>> per fubjection to, and coercion of the civil magiftrate, 
66 I do not fee that 1 fhould be afhamed to think 10 too.” 
Confeffional, 3A edit. 231. | | 

* >> The probate of teftaments did not originally be- 
>> long to the ecclefia/tical jurifdiction, but to the county 
* eourt, or to the court daron of the 1610664106 lord of the 
>> manor where the 26/70/07 died, as all other matters did.” 
2 Bac. Abr. 398. 
> >> The truth is, there were 70/12 before there was any 
«ὁ ecclefiaftical jurifdiction, and confequently the cog- 
>> nizance thereof pertained then /olely to the ezui/ ma- 
>> siftrate.” See Burn, Eccl. Law. tit. Wills. 

The truth of all is, that papal ufurpation {topped at 
nothing, which could encreafe the wealth, or gratify 
the ambition of churchmen. When the Pope fent his /u- 
perflition into this country, by Au/fin the monk, his 
power followed hard after it, and laid its hands on 
what it pleafed, none daring to refift. This is the 
true original of throwing matrimonial and teffamentary 
caufes into the hands of ecclefiaftical judges. See The- 
85, vol. ii, Ρ. 141, 2d edit, = , 
Hie | might 
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might be faid on the fubje&; but how we 
ean call ourfelves Protefants, or boaft of 
our being a free people, while we are un- 
der this smperium in imperio, I cannot con- 
ceive—therefore, as the parliament of England 
abolifhed the 262 commiffion court, by 16 
Car. I. c. 11, it would be an ac becoming 
an age of ftill greater Proteffant liberty, to 
annihilate every power of churchmen to do 
mifchief, and leave them no other, than that 
of doing good. 

Another obfervation which may be made 
on the foregoing evidence, relates more im- 
mediately to the fubjects of thefe volumes; I 
mean, the contrivances of the Popz/h canon- 
law, to blind people from the real and true 
nature of marriage; to make them believé 
that it confifts in an outward ceremony, which 
man has invented, and not in that per/onal 
union which Gop ordained at the beginning ; 
and, of courfe, to throw nullity, and even 
infamy, on the fatter ; thus to {trip it of all 
obligation and validity, and by thefe means, 
leaving the feduction and dereliction of vir- 
gins wholly in the power of their detrayers. 
To this the church, the prief, and the other 
religious formalities, have fo greatly con- 
tributed, that neither Papi? ססת‎ 70 
have the leaft doubt upon the fubjeét.— 
The Papi? calls his prief’s LEGERDEMAIN 
the form of the facrament, but the /acra- 
ment itfelf is the union created by the Ego 
jungo vos, &c. The Proteffant will tell 
us, that an outward ceremony is the form 
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of the marriage, but that the marriage -ittelt 
confiits in the wxion arifing from  certainz 
words. fpoken in Fingi/b inftead 01 αἱὔη. 
— Without this there is no.marriage, as both 
will confefs; therefore both equally make: 
marriage to confilt in fomething, which, fo 
far from being of the effexce of it, is not fo 
much as mentioned, or even hinted at, through- 
out the whole word of Gop, no, not even as 
the moft diftant circumfiance. attending upom 
if. 0% 
. We are encouraging the revival and im- 
provement of the liberal arts; pasting, fculp- 
ture, mufic, and other ornaments of civil 10- 
ciety, meet with their patrons and promo- 
ters; /chools and academies are ereCted, and bu= 
fily employed, in the more noble and ufeful 
refearches of zavigation, aftronomy, and their 
concomitant /czences; how is it then, that we 
are, with regard to the important fubjects of 
thefe volumes, contented .to remain where 
the dawning of the Reformation \eft us, partly 
> delivered, partly retained in the hands of that 
Juperfiition, fo much of which our firft σός 
formers {hook off f—how is it, that the mz- 
feries of ruined females have little other effect 
‘upon us, than to provoke our contempt, or 
fometimes, perhaps, excite our pity 2—W ill 
—‘* be ye warmed” —relieve them from the 
qwinter’s cold 2—or—‘* be ye clothed” —cover 
their nakedne/s?2—Why not fearch into the 
yecords of everlafting.. truth, to fee whether 
there is not a folid provifion made againft their 
6110160165 — fome mighty. bulwark ו‎ SOF 
| 1 thew 
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their fecurity and protection — fome remedy 
provided againft the crying, ruinous, and de- 
itructive evil of public profiituizon 2 If there 
be fuch things—let them be brought forth 
into open daylight, let them be ו‎ on 
the houfe-tops—had we Virgil's 


Lingue centum—oraque centum——— 
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let them be all employed upon the ל‎ 
falutary fubject—let Proteftant legiflation de- 
{troy Popifh encroachment; let it adopt the 
laws of Heaven for its guide—rendering unto 
Cafar the things that are Cafar’s, and unto 
Gop the things which are Gon’s.—Thus 
making marriage what Gop has made it—in 
its nature, end, and obligation ; and confirming 
all thefe, by fuch Jaws of the fiate, as may in- 
fure, by OUTWARD RECOGNITION, what has 
been commanded and eftablifhed by 1154- 
VENLY and DIVINE INSTITUTION. 

From the foregoing long 167168 of evidence 
it likewife appears, whence has been derived 
the whole art and myftery of /n-making, and 
unmaking it again, by human contrivance— 
allo faint- making —crofs- -making --- creed-mak- 
ing—the confecration of days and feafons— 
framing calendars, which, like the Fa/fti of 
Heathen Rome, are filled with obfervances of 
fuperititious veneration in honour of. dead 
“men and women.— The Heathen had their Diz 
maporum gentium, and their Dit minorum—their 
Gods, Demigods, and Heroes—Chriftian church- 
men registered their Lady * the Vi irgin Mary— | 


* Annunciation of Our Lapy. ‘See Eng. Kal. of 
proper leffons. , 
U 4 angels— 
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angels — apoftles — faints — martyrs —confeffors 
—and each of thefe had his day on which he 
was to be worthipped. / 

We likewife find the true origin + 6 
uncommanded and humanly-invented rites 
and ceremonies, which corrupted the fimpli- 
city of the divine ordinances, obfcured the 
true nature of divine inflitutions, and fixed 
the eyes of Chriftians, not on what Gop had 
ordained, but on what men had invented. 

Thefe were guarded, in the moft tremen- 

dous manner, by the ecclefaftical powers, 
againft all contradiction and innovation.— 
Many inftances of this we have already met 
with—but let us hear the Council of Trent, 
Men. .אל‎ 
5% Si quis dixerit, receptos & approbatos 66- 
clefie Catholicz ritus in folemni facramen- 
>> torum adminiftratione adhiberi confuetos, 
*> aut contemni, aut fine peccato a miniftris 
pro libitu omitti, aut in novos alios per 
quemcumque ecclefiarum paftorem mutari 
““ polle—anathema fit.” 

>> If any one fhall fay that the received 
** and approved rites of the Catholic church, 
*> which are wont to be ufed in the folemn 
adminifiration of the /acraments, are to 
be contenined, or, without fin, can be 
omitted at the will of the minifter, or can 
be changed for other new ones by any 
*+ nattor of the churches—LET HIM BE AC- 
‘CURSED «.. 

Now let us hear the Proteffant church of 
Hngland, CAN. 4. 

>> Whofoever fhall hereafter affirm, 9 

| « the 
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>> the form of Gon’s worfhip in the church 
‘© of England, 6030110260 by /aw, and con- 
*> tained in the book of the Common Prayer, 
*> and adminiftration of /acraments, is a cor- 
>> ,)קט‎ fuperftitious, or unlawful worfhip of 
>> Gop, or containeth any ¢hing in it that is 
>> repugnant to the fcriptures, let him be 
‘¢ EXCOMMUNICATED 7/0 facto, and not re- 
<< ftored, but by the 0//202 of the place, or 
‘* archbifhop, after his repentance, and public 
>> revocation of fuch his wicked errors.” 

Can. 6. Exhibits a like fentence againft— 
‘¢ Impugners of the rites and ceremonies efta- 
*> blifhed in the church of England” —Ex- 
COMMUNICATION 10/23 6. 

So we fee, that, as the 20/02 curse the 
Protefiants, the Proteftants CURSE one another 
—and all this, for matters entirely of Luman 
invention.—Surely this is a likely way to re- 
concile our diffenting Proteftant brethren to 
the church as by law effablifbed! and to con- 
vince infidels, that when they laugh at us all 
for a parcel of fools, they are very much in the 
wrong ! 

As to marriage, the Romifb ritual fays— 

*- Parochus—Noverit ex probatis auctori- 
* bus, que fint canonica impedimenta ma- 
** trimonii contrahendi, & que contractum 
dirimant: & qui fint gradus confanguini- 
tatis & affinitatis, & item cognationis {pi- 
ritualis ex baptifmi vel confirmationis fa- 
*> cramento contracte : 

*> Habeat imprimis ipfe bene cognita pre- 
cepta illa omnia, que in matrimoniis rite 
** conficiendis 


46 
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conficiendis fervari oportere, facri canonés; 
“et precipue 13648 fynodus Tridentina 
*< jufiit, dabitque operam, ut illa in parochia 
> fua accurate exactéque ferventur.” 

>> Let the pari/h ῥγίρ know, from ap- 
¢ proved authors, what are the:canonical im- 
<< pediments of contracting matrimony, and 
>> what. things may deftroy the contract : and 
“ς what are the degrees of affinity and con- 
“4 fanguinity, alfo of {piritual rclationthip, 
5 contracted by the facrament of baptifm or 
£¢ confirmation. 
. *> J,et him, above all things, be well ac- 
>> quainted with all thofe precepts which 
* ought to be kept, in rightly and duly per- 
>> forming marriages, according to the facred 
>> canons, and efpecially according to what 
*> the holy /yod of Trent commanded. And 
*> he thall do his endeavour, that thefe thall 
*> be accurately and exactly kept within his 
“4 parifh.” | 

We find here particularly, as before in σός 
neral, from whence we derive our notions of 
fending people to canons, learned authors, and 
atts of parhament, to be taught what are or 
are not zmpediments to marriage ; as likewife 
how totally the antcent Jaws of JEHOVAH, re- 
lative to what does or does not make a valid 
marriage in His fight, are cafhiered and laid 
out of the gueflion—~and how the ordinances 
of men are 1001010600 in the place of the in- 
ftitutions of Gop. | 

There is another claufe in the Romu/b ritual, 
which, compared with the preceding evi- 

| | dence, 
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dence, fhews how fecond marriages of all forts, 
have, through a long fucceffion of ages, met 
with the difapprobation of the churcd. 

>> Caveat etiam parochus ne quando con- 
‘* juges in primis nuptiis benedictionem ac- 
>> ceperint, eos in fecundis benedicat, five 
‘© mulier, five etiam vir ad fecundas nuptias 
* tranfeat: fed ubi ea viget confuetudo, ut 
“5 fi mulier nemini unquam nupferit, etiam- 
>> fi vir aliam uxorem habuerit, πυρί be- 
>> nedicantur, ea fervanda eft. Sed vidue 
*> nuptias non benedicat, ectiamfi ejus vir 
nunquam uxorem duxerit.” 
<< Let the prief alfo beware, left, when 
marrtwd perfons have in former nuptials 
received the denediéfion, he confer it on 
them in /econd nuptials, whether a woman, 
or even a man, paties on to a fecond mar- 
*> riage. But where the cuftom prevails, 
*> that, if a woman has never been married 
>> before, though the man has had another 
*> wife, the nuptials fhall be 0/0/20, there 
*> that cuftom fhall ftand. But he thall not 
* blefs the nuptials of a widow, although 
>> the man fhe marries never had another 
ἐς wife.” 

If it be afked, by what authority is all 
this ?---1 anfwer, by as good authority as we 
761016 the benediction to a man who has a wife 
גוג‎ a mad-houfe, and who marries another to 
keep himfelf out of a drothe/. Or to one 
who was to do the fame becaufe he had de- 
tected his wife in adultery, and could not af- 
ford to pay the monftrous expence of an act 
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goo ἢ 
of parliament to divorce her. Or to others 
who are as juftly and unavoidably feparated, 
as if their wives were dead. 

In fhort, it is 660166 to cite any more au- 
thorities to prove, that the zdeas which the. 
{criptures have given us of marriage, in all 
the forms in which it appeared under the im- 
mediate difpenfation of Gon, have long been 
changed into a very different /yflem, and that 
our fentiments of the matter are to be en- 
tirely regulated by the contrivances of mor- 
tals, and not by the unerring rule of Gonp’s 
law. But when we confider the miichiefs 
with which this is attended, in the defolation 
and ruin of the weaker fex, and that all the 
inventions of human wit and wifdom are ut- 
terly difproportionate to the tafk of finding 
out a remedy, we ought to confefs—that 
>> ave have committed two evils, in forfaking 
>> ,זוה טסוט[‎ the fountain of hving waters, 
>> and hewing out unto ourfelves cifterns, broken 
>> cifterns, that can bold no water.” Jer. ul. 13. 

The Papifts, as we have before feen, teach, 
that ** marriage is a facrament of the New 
*> Teftament, ordained by CurisT, and appro- 
“© priated to Chriffians.”’—This we deny in 
qvords; but how diftant our /yffem is from it, 
or how different in truth and in fact, or how 
effentially more conformable to the Bzdk, re- 
quires a much more diftinguifhing head thar 
1 can 20806 of to define. 

My friend, the honeft Quaker, fays—that 
“πος ἃ cat in a window ts like a cat out of a 
‘© window. What he means by this I leave 

9 to 
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to the reader to determine, as well as what 

he means by aflirming— 
>> That, if two men were to fit down to 
5 write ag/offary, inwhich the Engli/h words— 
5 = Marriage—W horedom—Forntcation— Poly- 
gamy — Concubinage — Divorce, Sc.—were 
** to be explained ;—-were thefe writers to be 
fhut up apart in different rooms, ove with 
© the Popi/h fyftem, as fet forth in the deter- 
minations and decrees of Popes, councils, 
““ fynods, &c. of the church of Rome— 
> the other with the /atutes at large, the 
‘© conftitutions and canons ecclefiajtical,” and 
other muniments of this Profe/fant coun- 
** try—-and both thefe men honeftly and 
fairly adhered to their feveral patterns ;— 
they would, when they came forth, pro- 
>> duce works fo 06 one another, and fo 20- 
‘< like the feriptures, as to make one fufpect — 
** (as has been thought of Prolomy’s seventy 
interpreters) that though the writers ap- 
‘peared to have been feparated, yet they 
muft have had fome communication to- 
*> gether, though fo fecret as not to be dif- 
ו‎ coyered.”’ 

As Rome was not duit in a day, fo neither 

could it be demoli/hed in a day.—The Protef- 
tant Reformers did much towards its demo- 
lition, but they could not do a//.—The pre- 
judices which they had to encounter, the 
oppofition and perfecution which they en- 
dured, the controverfies they were engaged 
in, and many other things which were infe- 
parable from their peculiar fituation, ought 
rather 
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rather to make us wonder that they got fe 
Jar as they did, rather than be furprized that 
they got no Sarthe. 

When Henry VIII. quarrelled with the 
Pope, he yet by no means quarrelled with 
Popery, as the fix bloody articles, which were 
the ground of that antichriftian and bloody 
law; 31 Η VII. 6. 14. intituled, ** An 6 
>> for abolifhing of diverfity of opinions in 
AE certain articles concerning Chriftian reli- 
*> gion,” fully fhew.— Other laws, which 
‘took the fupreme power in ecclefiaftical mat- 
ters out of the hands of the Pope, threw it 
into the hands of the Kivg; and good care 
was taken that the Aierarchy under Henry Vill. 
fhould have all powers of co-operation with 
his Majeffy, as they had before with his Ho/i- 
nefs—The kingdom in the next reign (of 
Edward VI.) aflumed the name of Proteffant 
with much more colour of title than in the 
preceding—Queen Mary’s acceflion bid fair 
to undo all again ;—but in the long reign of 
her fucceflor Queen Elizabeth, the Proteflang = 
eftablifhment gained that ftrength and firm- 
nefs, which it acquired by fundry laws made 
in its favour; and was ftill more eftablithed 
at the glorious Revolution, when the State 
found it neceflary to guard, in the ftrongeft 
manner, againft the danger of the return 
of Popery, in the perfon of a Popifh Preten- 
der. | : 

Still marriage, and all things relative there- 
to, were dependent on thofe opinions of men, 
which had been the ground of antient gpd 
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and other laws concerning them.—In many 
great and important articles of religion, the. 
reformers had acted upon the great Prote/fant 
axiom, that ‘ the {criptures are the only rule 
‘<< of faith.’—As to the rites and ceremonies 
of the church, thefe remained, with a very 
ftrong mixture of the old ones, which had 
been eftablifhed before the Reformation— 
therefore all fimilarity between them and 
thofe of the church of Rome, mutt be account- 
ed for, partly from the early * prejudices of 
the compilers, partly from the influence, 
which a more confiderable alteration mutt 
have had, on certain very lucrative emolu- 
ments arifing to the church, from things re- 
maining in their prefent form.—Henry VIII. 
faw how much it was for his own intereft to 
keep marriage within the power of human 


* ‘That mafterly writer, the author of the Confeffional, 
furnifhes me with words to exprefs what I mean, 

>> On this ftate of the cafe, it appears that the matter 
of complaint does not affect the fathers of the Refor- 
mation, by far fo much as their fons and fucceffars. 
Our firft Reformers were befet with their own and 
other men’s prejudices, to a degree that rendered them, 
in a great meafure, incapable of conviction. It was 
next to impoffible to convince them, that their efta- 
blithed confeffions of faith”? [and fo their notions, 
doubtlefs, on many other fubjects] ‘* were unchriftian 
>> impofitions, for which there was no jut authority, 

when they had the early practice of the Chriffian 
church to appeal to, long before the tyrannical {pirit 
of Rome prevailed. Their veneration for antiquity 
prevented their feeing that thefe very precedents were 
fome of the fteps by which the Papal power afcended 
to its height, and arrived at the plenitude of its ufur-_ 
>> pation.”  Confeffional, 3d edit. ₪, 27 
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1621130000, and to model it as he liked, for 
his own convenience ; and it is moft proba- 
ble, that the clergy would not have made it 
very 0417 for his Proteflant fucceffors, had they 
been inclined to it, to have wrefted fo + pro- 
fitable a branch of clerical profit and impor-~ 
tance out of their hands. Hence it is, that 
things ‘ are as they are;” and there is no 

great 


+ Mr. Vincent Atsop (the famous author of 
Anti-S0zz0) in his A@elius Inquirendum, p. 68. on that 
pofition, ‘* 7261 no reformation can be made, but what 
*> will notably diminifh the revenues, grandeur, and credit 
“¢ of the church” —obferves, ‘* that whatever have been 
*> the fpecious pretences, this has been therea/ obftrution 
>> of effectual reformation; Kings and Parliaments have 
*> always been inclinable towards a redrefs of exorbi- 
*> tancies, but the covetoufnefs and pride of churchmen 
*> have ever impeded their pious endeavours. 4 Par- 
>> iament. in Queen Elizabeth's reign, as we. read in 
>> Dr. Fuller’s Church Hiftory, was bringing in a bill 
*> againtt p/uralities, and archbifhop Whitgift fends a letter 
>> to her majefty, fignifying, that they were all undone, 
>> horfe and foot, if it pafled. Obferve how he deplores 
*> the miferable flate of the church—The wofull and dif- 
>> treffed fate into which we are like to fall, forceth us, 
>> with grief of heart, in moft humble manner, to crave your 
*> mazefty’s πιο! fovereign protection. Why, what is the 
>> matter ?—were they making a law againft preaching 2 
66 No.—Or againit commen-prayer? By no means !— 
>> What ails then the diftrefled man? Why—we, there- 
>> fore, not as directors, but as humble remembraneers, be- 
<< feech your highnefs’s favourable behalding of our prefent 
>> fate, and what it will be in time, if the BILL again/? 
>> PLURALITIES /hould take place.—No queftion it muft 
‘© be utter extirpation of the Chri/tian religion. 

>> Thus, in another letter to the fame Queen, he com- 
>> plains, with lamentations that would foften an heart 
>> of marble—that, they have brought in a δ giving 
<< Jiberty to MARRY at all times of the year without re- 
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great likelihood they fhould undergo the leaft 
alteration, till we are thoroughly awakened 
to a fight and fenfe of the deplorable confe- 
quences of our prefent /y/fem (where adultery 
goes without due punifhment, and eduction re~ 
mains without all obligation from the /educer 
to the feduced) and we ferioufly wifh to re- 
form the deplorable ftate of things, by the 
pattern delivered in the Mount; 1 mean, by 
thofe MosT RIGHTEOUS LAws which the 
Gop of Heaven revealed, for the moral go- 
vernment of his reafonable creatures, in that 
moft important of all things in this world— 
the commerce of the fexes. 


>> at all times of the year, why fhould they hot ufe the 
remedy which Gop hath appointed at a/l-times of the 
*> year? The Apoftle, who tells us—Zt zs better to marry 
than burn, did not except any time of the year. But 
why may not a Parliament make a faw, as well as 
*> the Ecclefiaftical Court give a@ licence, that it fhall be 
lawful to marry at any time of the year? Ay—but 
the Parliament will make the /atv for nothing, whereas 
thofe other will have money for their /icences. But 
he proceeds — /t 7s ¢ontrary to thé old canons con- 
tinually obferved by us, Why, but is it not con- 
trary to the old canons to take money for a licence ? 
>> ‘Yes !—but—zit tendeth to the flandér of the church, as 
having hitherto maintained an error. And now you 
κε have the bottom of the bag: all reformation muft 
touch the clergy, eithet in their credits or profits, and it 
** were better never to put an hand to that work, than 
‘© touch 2/1007 of thofe with a little finger,” + 
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INTRODUCTION. TO CHAP. XIV. 


‘R. Locke, b.ii. c. 33, “ Of the affoci- 
| “‘ation of zdeas,’ obferves, that—** Some 
““ of our zdeas have a natural correfpondence 
‘¢ and connexion one with another : is the 
* office and, excellency of our reafon to 
“4 trace thefe, and hold them together in that 
** union and correfpondence which is found- 
‘© ed in their peculiar beings. 
> Befides this, there is another connexion 
* of ideas, wholly owing to chance or cuf- 
*> tom: ideas, that in themfelves are not at 
>> all of kin, come to be fo united in fome 
** men’s minds, that ’tis very hard to feparate 
*> them: they always keep company, and the 
*> one no fooner comes into the underftand- 
** ing, but its affociate appears with it; and 
** if they are more than two, the whole gang, 
** always infeparable, thew 1160116168 toge- 
%> ther. 
*> This connexion in our minds, of ideas 
in themfelves 10016, and independent of one 
‘© another, is of fo great force to fet us awry 
*> in our actions, as well moral as natural, 
*< paflions, reafonings, and notions them- 
felves, that perhaps there is not any one 
thing that deferves more to be looked af- 
>> ter. Thus the zdeas of goblins and /prights 
have really no more to do with darkned{s 
“4 than light ; yet let but a foolifh maid in- 
culcate thefe often on the mind of a child, 
and raife them there together, poffibly he 
fhall-never be able to feparate them again 
> ₪ 
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fo long as he lives; but darknefs fhall ever 
afterwards bring with it thofe frightful 
ideas. | 
«© Some fuch wrong combinations of 20002 | 
will be found to eftablifh the irreconcile- 
able oppofition between different fects of 
philofophy and religion; for we cannot 
imagine every one of their followers to 
impofe wilfully on himfelf, and knowingly 
refufe truth offered by plain reafon. ‘That 
therefore which captivates their reafons, 
and leads men of fincerity blindfold from 
common fenfe, will, when examined, be 
found to be what we ate fpeaking of: 
fome independent /deas are, by education, 
cuftom, and the conftant din of their 
party, fo coupled in their minds; that they 
always appear there together, and they can 
no more feparate them in their thoughts, 
than if they were but one dea; and they 
opérate as if they were fo. 
* This gives fenfe to jargon, demonftra-= 
tion to abfurdities, and confiftency to non- 
fenfe, and is the foundation of the greateft, 
I had almoft faid of all the errors in the 
world: or, if it does not reach fo far, is at 
leaft the moft dangerous one, fince, fo far 
as it obtains, it hinders men ftom feeing 
and examining the confufion of two dif- 
ferent 20005, which a cuftomary conftexion 
of them in their minds hath to them in ef- 
fect made but one, and cannot but fill men’s » 
heads with falfe views, and their reafon- 
ings with falfe confequences.” 
On the principles of this great man, many 

2 things 
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things are to be accounted for, which other- 
wife are unaccountable. When one looks 
(for inftance) into the ordinance of the Crr- 
ATOR, by which the human fpecies is to be 
propagated and preferved—when we confider 
the fimple ground of union, as reprefented 
Gen. ii. 24, and the confequence drawn from 
it by the great zzterpreter of the Jaw—Matt. 
xix. 5, 6—we muft afcribe the independent 
ideas, which, by long cuftom and ufage, have 
united themfelves in the minds of men con- 
cerning marriage, to their having been in- 
culcated from early infancy, by others, who 
themfelves have come by them in the fame 
way ; and thus having been delivered over, 
fince their comage in the church of Rome, 
from generation to generation, they ftand in 
the public opinion as fo many abfolute and 
demonftrable truths : whereas, not a fingle 
trace of them is to be found in the 20 ; 
neither religious perfons, nor religious outward 
ceremonies, have any more to do with the 61- 
fence or validity of the marriage-union in 
Gop’s fight, than darknefs has to do with 
fprights and goblins, or the fign of the crofs, 
or godfathers and godmothers, have to do with 
the ordinance of dapti/m.—The neceflity of 
an outward contraét does not therefore arife 
from any command of Gop, fo as to make 
the union null and void, or finful, without 
it; but from caufes of the moft difgraceful 
nature, and which are owing to the dreadful 
departure of mankind from truth and juttice, 
and from that reverence and obedience to the 

CREATORS 
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CREATOR’s appointments, which it was once 


the honour and happinefs, and muft be for 
ever the duty, of man to pay them. 


6 3 Peo sky. 


Of the true ORIGIN and NECESSITY of 
MARRIAGE-CEREMONY. 


HE invention of marriage-ceremonies, is 

\ as great a proof of the depravity and 
corruption of human nature, as the invention 
of written Jonds and obkgations under hand 
and feal; they alike prove, that they are the 
effects of that neceffity, which mankind 13- 
boured under, to fecure themfelves againft 
the villainy, treachery, and deceit of one 
another. Was the wor/d what it ought 10 be, 
no obligation, befide that of con/fcience, would 
be neceflary for the fecurity of men, with re- 
gard to any kind of bargains which they could 
make with each other. The man who lent 
another a fum of money, though without — 
any other witnefles to the tranfaction than 
the parties themfelves, would be perfectly 6- 
cure, perhaps more fo than he is zow, with 
a bond duly ftamped, and fealed, and de- 
livered by the hand of the obligor, in the 
prefence 01 witnefles.—If we afk whence arofe 
thofe voluminous fecurities, known in our 
law by the names of marriage-fettlements, 
mortgage-deeds, and /pecialties of various kinds? 
it may be anfwered, ‘‘ From men’s being 
“ς afraid to γα one another without them.” 
X 3 The 
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The very fame principle firft gave birth to 
outward marriage-ceremony; the fimple in/fi- 
tution of Heaven would have been as fuffi- 
cient to have bound the parties to each other 
at this hour, as it was in the days of imno- 
cence, had not the corruption of human na~ 
ture deftroyed the influences of juftice, mercy, 
and ¢ruth within the human foul. The ad- 
ventitious circumftances of Auman ceremony, 
on this account, became neceflary; and, as the 
world increafed, and villainy of ‘all Hen in- 
creafed, the means of fecurity againtt it has 
at all times exercifed the invention of /egifla- 
ture, and employed the vigilance of the exe- 
cutive power, in order to obviate the mifchiev- 
ous effects of it. 

But what a ftrange thing would it be to 
hear, that a dond, on paper, ftamped with 
a ftamp_ of fuch a value, and fealed and de- 
livered in the prefence of witnefles, and not 
the fum of money ἐπέ, raifed the duty in the 
obligor’s canfcience to pay it? and what a 
_confcience mutt that man have, who looks 
upon an outward fecurity as the only reafon 
for acknowledging a juftdebt? yet this is the 
Janguage of mankind with refpect to marri- 
age; the debt of juftice, arifing from the com- 
mand of Gop, is all eafily fet afide, and no- 
thing is looked upon as obligatory but the 
outward bond. ‘To fay, that this is lefs a 
mere civil contrac? than the other, is faying 
what is not true, and is the great advantage 
which has been taken of men’s underftand- 
ings in the bufinefs of marriage, to the no 
{mall emolument of thofe that ‘have taken it, 

and 
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and to the diftrefs and deftruction of millions 
that have fuffered by it. | a 

Again, let us fuppofe the whole body of 
attorneys, conveyancers, 506 banding together 
to perfuade mankind, that the dodtrine of 
conveyances by ‘afe and releafe, by way of 
mortgage, and this farther ftrengthened by 
levying jimes and fuffering recoveries, in cafes 
of intailed eftates, came from 4eaven; and that 
no man was obliged in confcience to be an- 
{werable for a {um of money which he had 
borrowed, unlefs he employed a conveyancer, 
and fet his hand and feal to fxty large fkins 
of parchment; and that if he borrowed mo- 
ney without this, and dared to pay it, he 
would be damned—we {fhould here 166 a lively 
emblem of what churchmen have taught us 
upon the fubject of marriage-ceremony: — as 
the /awyers would place the 1016 obligation 
of payment in their wax and parchment, and 
in the chicane of their art, and not in the 
command of Heaven ‘* to render to all their 
>> due;” {fo churchmen have placed the whole 
marriage-obligation in an outward ceremony, 
and not in the command of God, “ they fhall 
‘* be one flefh’—they have let 10016 all obli- 
gation whatfoever arifing from this command, 
infomuch that it is under pain and peril of 
damnation, that a man dares perfift in it, un- 
1668 the pri? accounts him reéfus in curia, 
and can bring him to /ign and μα] by an out- 
ward ceremony; which, under certain circum- 
ftances, is impoflible, becaufe human laws 
have made it fo. 
X 4 Now, 
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| Now, what a bond, or mortgage, is by way 
of fecurity for money, that a marriage-cere- 
mony is, by way of fecurity with regard to 
marriages and as a man who lends another 
a fum of money has a right to demand a 
proper fecurity for the repayment of the 
debt, principal and intereft; fo has every 
woman aright to demand the fecurity of fuch 
ceremony as the laws of her country have 
ordained, with refpeét to the man who has 
feduced her — Gop has in 6066 com- 
MANDED it, Exod. xxi. 16. and therefore 
the fevereft penalty ought to be inflicted 
on the man who refufes it. The woman 
who delivers her perfon into the poffeffion 
of aman, without the ceremony firft per- 
formed, does not act a * cautious, proper, or 


* Some may perhaps think, that I have fpoken here 
too mildly of fuch an 36%, and that I fhould have intro- 
duced the epithet /fizful among the reft; but, as I fee no 
tranfgreffion of any /aw of Gopin the matter, and am told 
that where there is no law there is no bran lereffions I dare 
not adopt fo pernicious a tenet, as to call that finful, which 
Gop commanded with a dleffing. See Gen. 1. 28, and 
again Gen. ii. 24. See before vol. i. chap. 2. paragr. 
1 and 2. | | | ἊΝ 

If mortals have entirely changed the difpenfations and 
ordinances of Gop, into /y/fems of their own invention, 
this can have no fort of 606% on the real and determi- 
nate nature of good and evi/ as defined in the holy fcrip- 
tures. For my own part, I am moft perfectly convinced, 
that the fear and fhame, which the pernicious tenet above 
hinted at hath by cuftom brought on the mother, hath, 
תג‎ numberlefs inftances, occafioned the murder of the 
child; and therefore it may well be termed pernictous, in 
the moft emphatical fenfe of the word. See before, index 
to vol. ii. tit, CHILD-MURDER. See alfo the doctrines 
ef the 4/bigenfes and Lollards, before p. 243. , 


י/,. 
6 
om 2‏ 


] 313 [ 


wife part; any more than the man who lends 
a large fum of money without the due exe- 
cution of the 2000 or mortgage-deeds; but he 
who can take an undue advantage, in either 
cafe, muft be a villain in grain. In the mo- 
ney-affair, he would be thought fo, and treat- 
ed as fuch—a court of juftice would be open 
to the injured, and redrefs afforded; hut in 
the other cafe, though a villainy attended 
with irreparable mifchief, the very aw 0 
as it zow {tands, bars all redrefs, configns the 
wretched female to deftruction, and leaves the 
man, to ruin as many more women as he can 
deceive. | 

All this is owing to our following the Po- 
20/2 plan, which has been fo much fet forth 
at large in the former part of this vo/ume; 
owing to 20/2 it is, that we make marriage- 
ceremony what it is not, and do not make mar- 
riage it/elf what it really is. 

Our /awyers can well diftinguifh between 
that which raifes the debt or obligation, and 
that which is the fecurity for the payment of 
the one, or for the performance of the other. 

Our cafujis would find little difficulty in 
determining, that a man is equally bound in 
confcience to pay a fum of money which he 
has borrowed, whether the /ender has taken 
a written /ecurity for it, or whether he has 
not; or whether the money was lent before 
an hundred witnefles, or only when the Jexder 
and dorrower were alone in private. 

Now, let what has been {aid be taken all 
together, and let none charge the author with 

| depreciating 
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depreciating thofe /ecurities which men take 
of one another for the payment of money; 
let none fay he wants to diminifh the public 
revenue by what he has faid on 6ב‎ % 
of bonds, and other deeds, which carry flamps ; 
or that he means +0 leffen the obligation on 
people to pay their debts, becaufe he con- 
tends that 7 foro confcientie, and as in the 
fight of the Fudge all a man would be as 
much obliged to pay what he owes, wsthout 
any bond or mortgage as with it; what he has 
1916 on this fubject, tends to prove, that if 
men were what they ought to be, and what 
the divine law requires them to be, every 
man’s word would be as good as bis bond; but 
that, as things are, it muft be allowed, that 
moft men’s bonds are better than their words. 


Uliima Caleftum terras ASTRA religuit— 


Therefore, in a// cafes it is prudential, becaufe 
in moft neceflary, that the creditor fhould have 
fomething more fubftantial to depend upon, 
than the bare word of the debtor; and the 
lender be fecured againft the dgrrower by fome- 
thing of more notoriety than can poflibly arife 
from a private tranfaction, or verbal agreement 
merely between themfelves. | 
What is here 1910, 1 mean to apply to 
marriage-ceremony, by whomfoever, or how- 
foever, or wherefoever adminiftered. Like all 
other fecurities, it tends to the afcertaining 
of property; to the protection of the honeft 
and undefigning, againft the machinations of 


treachery and deceit; and anfwers too many 
valuable 


ans: | 
valuable purpofes to /oczety in general, not to 
be inforced by the fevere? Jaws. 

But, as in all other contracts, different na- 
tions haye different modes of making them, 
fo it is with refpect to marrtage-ceremony. 
As we find no trace of fuch a thing in the 
{criptures, unlefs the payment of the מהר‎ -- 
or dowry of 50 /bekels to the father of the 
damfel—may be fo called, we cannot, on any 
divine authority, fay, there was any fixed or 
determinate form whatfoevers; and even this 
payment of the dower was omitted in the cafe 
of concubines, who are alfo called wives, but 
certainly appear to have been of an inferior 
rank, though as Jawful wives as thofe who 
were endowed. This was the cafe in the 
Chriftian church, 10 late as the time of Con/lan- 
tine: fee before vol. 3. p. 32. n.—and this vol. 
Pp. 30. 

Were we to fearch the whole hiftory of 
the world, we fhould hardly find many in- 
habitants of it, without fome marriage-cere- 
mony or other, and this, becaufe ature itfelf, 
as now circumiftanced, feems to point out a 
necefity for {ome outward recognition of fo 
important a contract; for, as the corruption 
of human nature is to be found in all the natu- 
rally-engendered offspring of fallen Adam, fo 
the dire effects of it have made it neceflary to 
guard againft them by fome means or other. 

As to the Fews—** There were, according 
> to the 90/2/0070, three ways of betroth- 
*> ng. 1. By a written contract. 2. By 
+ a verbal agreement, accompanied with a 
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“* piece of money. 3. By the parties coming 
“* together, and living as man and wife; 
** which laft they could not properly call 
““ betrothing, for it was marriage itfelf.”—See 
Alex. Hitt. of Wom. vol. ii. P- 193. 

As for their ceremonies on the efpoufals or 
marriage (the payment of the dowry excepted) 
they are entirely of Auman invention, and 
I do not imagine that they are pretended to 
be otherwife—nor do I fuppofe that a Few 
would venture to talk of them as of higher 
authority. 

The Raman Chriftians learned, from their 
Heathen * predeceflors, to impofe on the cre- 
dulity of mankind, and to make their זו‎ 
the grand engines of that zmpofition. Numa 
Pompilus, the fecond king of the Romans, in 
order to divert his fubjects from the purfuits 
of ambition and violence of arms, multi- 
plied ceremonies in religion, and gained a reve~ 
rence and fandction to them, by giving out 
that he received them nightly from the god- 
defs Egeria; by whofe direction alfo he in- 
ftituted Flamines, (priefts or arch-priefts) vef~ 
tal virgins, (a fort of nuns) the Sakan prietts, 
and Pontifex Maximus (or heathen Pope.)—So 
the Roman Chriftians invented, firft Chriftian 


* >> Obfervavi fingularem patrum prudentiam, qui pa- 
>> ganorum multa inftituta ad pios ufus retulerunt. Ego 
>> non nego pofteriorum culpa multa mala inde proveniffe.”’ 

>> Τ have obferved the fingular prudence of the {anti- 
>> ent] fathers, who applied many inftitutions of the Pa- 
<< gans to pious ufes. I do not deny, that many eve/s ac- 
>> crued from thence, through the fault of thofe who 
“© came after.” Cafaubon, Ep. 931. Thuana. edit. Alm. 


priefs, 
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priefts, then a Pontifex Maximus, or Popes 
who, with the affiftance of his Flamines or 
arch-priefis, invented rites and ceremonies, all 
which were pretended to be jure divino; 
among the reft, marriage-ceremontes; after- 
wards, thefe were turned into the form of a 
facrament, and pretended to be divinely infti~ 
‘tuted by ‘Yefus Chrift; which 18 לט[‎ as true, 
as that Numa had his rtfes and ceremonies from 
the goddefs Egeria. 

I have little occafion to dwell any longer 
on this part of the fubject in this place, be- 
caufe the firft contrivance, and fubfequent 
progrefiion and increafe, of facerdotal kna- 
very and impofition, through a long fuccef- 
fion of many ages, has been fully manifefted, 
to the difcerning and attentive reader’s ob- 
fervation, in the former parts of thefe volumes, 
but efpecially in the fir? chapter of this. 

In a feries of letters written from Con- 
ftantinople, by M. de Guys, of the academy of 
Marfeilles, to M. Bourlat de Montredon at Pa- 
ris—which were tranflated and publifhed in 
London anno 1772 — there is a moft curi- 
ous account of fome people, who are inhabi- 
tants of the ifland of Afsty/ene, which tends 
to fhew, that there may. be fome refpect for 
marriage-ceremony, Where there is none for 
the facred obligation of marriage. 

The title of the book is --* 4 Sentimental 
*> “fourney through GREECE’ —and, in one 
of the /efters, of which the narrative is com- 
pofed, M. de Guys relates a very extraordi- 
nary cujfom among the M7rtylenians—‘* Now 
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“let meinform you,” fays he, ‘ of a cuftoni 
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fubfifting at this day תג‎ the {ame ifland. 

‘ About three days journey from the capital, 

is a {mall town, where every /franger, 
when he arrives, is compelled to marry 
one of the women, even though his ftay 
fhould be for one night only. They gene- 
rally prefent a maiden to him, whom he 
mutt take for δὲ» wife; but if he fhould 
prove to be a man of any property or im- 
portance, he has the choice of feveral to 
{ele one. Travellers of an inferior rank 
have no choice, but muft abfolutely put 
up with the /ady offered to them, who, in 
that cafe, is generally the 0/00/ םה‎ απο 
in the province. A prieft then appears, 
who performs the marriage-ceremonies with 
great folemnity; a xuptial-feaft is prepared, 

and the new-married couple pafs the night 
together. The 4u/band may depart, if he 
pleafes, the next morning. If he has any 
money or valuable effects, and chufes to 
make his ephemeral wife any prefent, it is 
received, and indeed expected; but if he 
does not, he may proceed on his journey 
without moleftation. The ἐμάν thinks 
herfelf fufficiently obliged to him for hav- 
ing delivered her from the reproach of vsr- 
ginity, which it 1s ignominious to retain, 
or to give to one of the province. It is 
neceflary, for the prefervation of the ץק‎ 
honour, that her firf# marriage fhould be 


with a ftranger. It is of no confequence 


whether he remains with her, or ever re- 


*. turns. 
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** turns.. At the expiration of a year, fhe 
** may contract anew marriage with any man 
“ that prefents himfelf, and fhould the former 
>> hufband appear, he would have no legal 
*> claim. whatever upon her. The fad is, 
*> that a /ady cannot marry to advantage, 
«© until fhe has lain with a franger. This 
“ cuftom is {aid to be of the mot antient date. 
> The only alteration which the teachers of 
** the Chriftian religion have been able to 61- 
“ς fect among thefe people, in the above par- 
>> ticular, is, that. the cohabitation fhall be 
* preceded by a marriage according to the 
*> forms of the church now eftablifhed there. 
>> By this compromife, the prief, the dride, 
““ and all parties quiet the fcruples of their 
>> con{cience.” 

«This cuffom is no lefs curious than well 
** attefted,” 

When we meet with fuch an inftance as 
the above—that of the Trog/dytes, mentioned 
Thelyph.vol.i.213.n.—and numberlefs others 
which might be mentioned—what a chimera 
is that of the phz/ofophers, who contend for a 
religion of nature, or principle of morality 
common to all mankind, mores communes natu- 
γα rationt confentanet,as Grotius {peaks! Cicero 
obferved very truly, that, ** there is nothing 
““ fo firange, which has not been maintained by 
** philofophers;” and, among the 2616, the κοιναὶ 
evvoiat, OF primary and innate principles, or 
notions, which are fo accurately 011001100 and 
refuted in the firft book of Mr. Locke’s Effay 
on Human Underftanding. 

Some few /zvage nations, which we meet 

with 


] 320 1 
with accounts of, feem, if we believe the 
relations which authors have given us, 
to have little, if any, notion of marriage- 
ceremony; among thefe may be reckoned the 
inhabitants of the ifland of Osaheite, who 
are faid ““ to purfue incontinent gratifica- 
<< tions, wherever inclination leads them; 
«© but when a woman becomes pregnant, the 
>> father of her child thereby becomes her 
ἐς 20/2000." Alex. Hilt. of Wom. vol. ii. 
P. 197. | | 
Thefe /avages, and we Chriftians, ate much 
upon the fame eftablifhment, as to ‘‘ the 
<< purfurt of incontinent gratifications, wherever 
<< inclination leads them’—but as to the con- 
fequences of this, with regard to the women, 
the females at Otabeite have vaftly the advan- 
tage of ours; for the Chrifiian women, oni their 
becoming pregnant, if not fecured verbo facer- 
dotis, are treated with a degree of barbarity 
and inhumanity, which we may fuppofe the 
favages would be afhamed of. 
The only object among us, is to fecure 
a parifo from the expence of what we call 
a baftard—therefore, if a female be pregnant 
—-which is frequently the confequence of 
men’s ““ being at liberty to purfue inconti- 
> nent gratifications wherever inclination 
6> Jeads them’”—fhe is perfuaded by certain ?/- 
rants, called parif/h-oficers, by the gentle elo- 
quence of being threatened with dridewell or 
flarving, to go before a magiftrate, and to 
fwear the child fhe goes with, to the father 
ef it; this being done, a warrant goes forth 
TQ 


] 32: [ 

to appreherid the faid /2/20 and if he is 
caught, he is to find fecurity to indemnify 
the parifh, to appear at the next quarter-fef- 
fions, or muft go to gaol; but no part of his 
recognizance engages for any amends or fecu- 
rity to the woman, or to have any thing to do 
with the child, farther than to fave +6 0 
harmlefs from any dzrden it may bring upon 
it. If the fellow runs away, which is a 
common cafe, the poor female, after a month 
from her lying-in, becomes an object of one 
of the moft fevere and brutal ftatutes that 
could well be penned, viz. 7. Jac. 0. 4. ὃ 7. 
*> Every lewd woman which fhall have any 
*> 20/2070, which may be chargeable to the 
*> parifh, the juftices of the peace fhall com- 
‘mit fuch lewd woman to the houfe of 
>> correction, there to be punifhed and fet on 
ἐς work, during the term of one whole year.” 
—The readings on this claufe, as cited 
by Burn from Dalton, are worth attending 
to.—‘* Shall commit fuch lewd woman\}—But 
** fuch punifhment fhall not be; until after 
ἐς that the woman is delivered of her child; 
*> neither are the juftices to meddle with the 
*> woman, until the child be born, and 6 
ἐς {trong again.”—i. e. till (as we fay) her 
month 18 up. 


>> Alfo it feemeth, that fuch dcfard-child 


“A 


> δ ἃς not to be fent with the mother to the 


*> houfe of correction, but rather that the child 
>> fhould remain in the town where it was 
*> born, (or fettled with the mother) and 
** there to be relieved by the work of the 
. Vor. Il. Y | <¢ mother, 
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“« mother, or by relief from the reputed fa- 
** ther: and yet the common opinion and 
“* practice is otherwife, viz. to fend the > 
“* child with the mother to the hou/e of correc- 
> trom; and this may alfo בגבמסס)‎ 
>> where the child /ucketh on the mother.” 
Dalt. 6. 41. | 

* But it feemeth much the beft, to com- 
* mit the mother only, and not the chi/d, but 
“< leave it to her choice whether the will 
*> take it with her, and if fhe will not, then to 
5 fend it to its lawful place of fettlement.” 
I am clearly of Doctor Burn’s opinion, 
that ** 16 feemeth much bef? (i. 6. moft politic) to 
“4 commit the mother only, and not the child” 
—becaufe it relieves the pari/h from its dur 
den much /fooner, than by fuffering it to go 
with its mother to the Sou/e of correction, 
from whence, being, preferved by the breaft 
‘and attention of its poor mother, it may re- 
turn again, and then it may be chargeable to 
the parifh; whereas, if it be torn from the 
mother’s breaft at the tender age of one month, 
and be-committed to the cuftody of a certain 
{pecies..of /he-wolf, called a parifh-nurfe, un- 
lefs it fhould have the conftitution of Romu- 
lus and Remus put together, the parifh will 
foon be rid of its incumbrance. ‘Thefe fage 
and pious matrons commonly fupply the place 
of the mother’s mi/k, with as little nutriment as 
they can, with any tolerable hopes 01 fteering 
clear of a coroner’s inquef?, or of not diminifh- 
ing their own f{canty ftipend too much, admi- 
nifter. Others of them are very public-/pi- 
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ited, and have too much 0076 for the welfare 
of the parith, to. fufferan incumbrancé upon 
it longer than needs muft, and they ufually 
adapt their care of the child accordingly. 

But fuppofe the wretched mother, influ- 
enced by the natural feelings of maternal 
tendefnefs, takes with her her poor infant, to 
be a fharer in the cold and filth of a prifon; 
and for a whole year is to endure the ftripes 
of her punifhment, inflicted by the unrelent- | 
ing hand of a four gaoler; fuppofe her fet 
to fome laborious work, and at the fame time 
to nourifh her child, and to have no recruit 
for her exhaufted ftrength, but the fcanty 
provifion of the * gao/-allowance of bread and 
water; in what a condition mutt fhe be >—to 
what ftate of conftitution may fhe be re- 
duced ?—but, which 18 {till worfe, what are the 
probable confequences of her being fhut up, 
for a whole fwe/vemonth together, with com- 
mon whores and thieves, but that all the re- 
mains of decency, modefty, and of the com-_ 
parative innocence which fhe carried with 
her, fhould all be obliterated, and fhe fhould 
become, on her return to her parifh, a com- 
mon peft and nuifance, and fit for nothing but 
to be exterminated from the face of the earth? 

I queftion not but the terror of this ftatute 
has occafioned many ἃ CHILD-MURDER, and 
wonder not, that, fourteen years afterwards, 
the legiflature fhould be compelled to pafs a 
Jaw in hopes of putting a ftop to it—v7z. 

* This, I have been informed, amounts to three halj= 


pence a day. : 
2 21 Fae; 


] 324 ] 

21 Yac. 1. c. 27. the preamble of which 
Clearly confirms what I am now faying— 
| Whereas many lewd women that have 
“‘ been delivered of baftard-children, to 
AVOID THEIR SHAME, and to ESCAPE 
PUNISHMENT, do fecretly dury, or conceal 
>> the death of their children; and after, if 
*> the chi/d be found dead, the faid women do 
>> alledge, that the faid child was born dead; 
** whereas 16 falleth out fometimes (although 
*> hardly it is to be proved) that the faid 
55 child or children were murdered by the faid 
‘* women, their lewd mothers, or by their af- 
“4 fent or procurement—For the preventing 

>> therefore, &c.” ; 
Now, what would have become of 1001 a 
woman under the DIvINE LAwW?—She would 
have been deemed the man’s w/e, and as fuch 
he muft have maintained and cohabited with. 
her—and fo it would be among the ews to 
this day.—-So it was once by the law of 
France—f{o it is now by the laws of Switzer- 
land (fee vol. 11. 335, 1ft edit.—297, 2d edit.) 
—-and fo it is (to our fhame be it fpoken) 
among the favages of the sland of Ora- 

HEITE! | 

By the way, we muft not forget, that while 
the poor creature has fo much done by the. 
civil power for the correction of her δον, it 
is by no means improbable, but, on due pre- 
fentment by the right truffy and well-beloved 
the churchwardens, the /pirttual court may 
think it worth their while to do fomething 
pro falute anime, ** for the good of ber Liege. 
6 
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See the cafe of Ann ‘“fenkinfon, 'Thelyph. 
vol. i. Ρ. 67, n. If thefe two modes of pu- 
nifhment were fteadily and uniformly applied, 
it might be of prodigious fervice to parifhes, 
in eafing them from the burden of lewd wo- 
men and baftard children, as furnifhing a very 
{trong inducement to the mothers to cut therr 
infants throats, rather than run the rifque of 
fo much fhame and mifery; the confequence 
of which would probably be, that the dang- 
man would eafe the parifh of the burden of 
the mother. 

Anno 1780.—At Nottingham, a poor girl 
of a neighbouring village was libelled, in 
the /piritual court, for fornication; the cafe 
was, that, fome time ‘before, fhe had had 
_achild that was born a daffard; the was fen- 
tenced by the court to do penance—in order to 
this, fhe was to pay down a fum of money, 
which fhe kad ποῖ; my informant faw her 
weeping bitterly under this piece of oppref- 
fion; however, by the help of a friend’s cha- 
rity, fhe was at laft enabled to pay the ex- 
action, and fo was delivered from the jaws of 
excommunication. 

It fhould feem, from the converfation which 
1 had with the gentleman who related the 
above to me, that the poor people in the nor- 
thern diftant counties are dreadfully fcourged 
and 97740160 with thefe oppreffive exactions, 
it being the conftant cufiom, in many parts, 
to punifh the unhappy victims with thefe 
Jpiritual extortions of money, befides expofing 
the delinquents to the contempt and {corn of 
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the whole parifh, by fetting them publicly in 
the church in a white fheet.— My friend afked 
fome of thofe whom he was converfing with 
on the fubject, if people did not complain 
of it as a great oppreffion and hardfhip? 
> O no,” faid one, “* we like itanuch, for 
> we fhould have fo many dafards to keep, 
** as to be quite over-run with them, if it 
* was not for this.” —How far this obferva- 
tion might hold, I can’t fay; but Iam afraid, 
that, from a certain concatenation between 
caufe and effect, {uch proceedings are a means 
of leffening the charge of parifhes with re- 
{pect to daffards, more by increafing the num- 
ber of murders, than by any thing elfe. See 
before vol. 11. 347, ἢ. 1ftedit.—p. 307, n. 2d 
edit. concerning this re/ic of Popery. | 
I am acquainted with a certain 7/007/07076 
who, in cafes of this fort, makes the beft en- 
quiry he can of the pariyh officers concerning 
the character of the woman; and if, from what 
they fay, and from other circumftances, he 
has reafon to think, that her fituation is owing 
to the feduction of the man, and that fhe has 
had no concerns with any other, he always 
perfwades a public marriage; he even inforces 
his arguments from the 1071210205 which have 
been 10 often mentioned, and {cruples not to 
declare, ‘* that, as in Gon’s fight, the woman 
** is already the man’s wife,” and therefore to 
conjure him, as he fhall an{fwer it at the day 
of judgment, to make her fo according to the 
laws of his country. In feveral inftances, 
conviction has been wrought, the parties tt 
een 
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been married, and the 301012206 has, on en- 
quiry after them, had the fatisfaction to hear, © 
in feveral inftances, that they go on well, and 
feem perfectly contented. How much for the 
honour of Gop, and for the good of the king- 
dom in general, would it be, if magz/trates (as 
in I/rael) had a power, in all cafes, to znforce 
fuch arguments on the refractory, by the coe 
ercive power of a wholefome law made for 
the purpofe | 

One cafe I cannot help mentioning, as it 
tends to illuftrate what has been faid on the 
evil tendency of the marriage-aé?. 

A young fellow, who had been fworn to 
as the father of a child, with which a young 
woman was then pregnant, and who was 
within a little of her time, being brought 
by a warrant before the faid magiffrate, was 
interrogated concerning a point which the 
girl had mentioned during the time of her 
examination, which was, whether he had 
not promifed her marriage ? The man owned 
he had—the magiffrate then inforced, by 
every argument he could think of, the duty 
and neceffity which the man was under to 
fulf] his * promife. The man, after fome 

* Such a promife, accompanied by fuch an ad, would 
be deemed by the ecclefia/fical law a marriage de facto, 
and the man might have been compelled to have folem- 
nized it publicly in facie ecclefie—but mow there’s an end 
of that, and one of the moft atrocious and mifchievous 
villainies that any man can be capable of committing, 
has the fanction of an aé? of parliament, by the exprefs 
words of which, the perpetrator of it is fet free from all 


matrimonial engagement whatfoever. See before, vol. i. 
30, 31. and vol, il, 6. 7. throughout. 
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little hefitation, owned himfelf convinced, 
and confented ta marry the girl as the next 
morning. "The magiftrate was not a little 
pleafed, to hope, that here was another /2- 
male likely to be faved from ruin, another 
poor infant from the infamy and-difadvan- 
tages of ++ La/tardy ;—but a check was pate to it 
all, for, as by the marriage-aé three Sun- 
days לטב‎ intervene for the afking of 4anns, 
the man’s good intent could not be carried 
into. execution without @ licence—now a 
marriage by licence comes to above forty /hil- 
lings, including the church fees—the poor fel- 
low, by keeping out of the way for a time, 
had thrown himfelf out of work, the poor 
girl had been turned out of her fervice, and 
had been living on the little pittance which 
had come to her for wages, and on the difpo- 
fal of part of her 020203, till the applied to 
the parith; fo that, between them, they « could 
not raife a jfth part of the money. The 
magifirate having, on like occafions, applied 
himfelf to the parifh officers with fuccefs, re- 
commended it to thofe then prefent to be at 


+ Many cafes might be put, where children, as the 
law now ftands, mutt neceffarily be born baftards, how- 
ever willing the parents may be to prevent it. As for 
example—fuppofe one or both the parties to be under ages 
_ their parents dead, and no guardians appointed—they can’t 
be married by licences they can’t, through their poverty, 
apply to the court of Chancery; the delay of three Sundays 
for bauns may outrun the time of the woman’s pregnancy 
—but how much more, where, as in fome poor parifhes 
in Wales, and in fome parts of England, there is no fer- 
wice above once in a month; here three months may be to 
elapfe before the marriage can be had and folemnized. ᾿ 
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the expence of the wedding; one of them 
{eemed inclined to it, but his furly partner 
interrupted all compliance, by entering his 
proteft againft 15---* Noa—nog—we'll do no 
** more var un, an’t pleafe your worfhip, we 
*> ha’ been at expences enow aready—what 
“© wi’ hunting afer the mon, and coming 
>> backwards and verwards about zwearing 
*> the child, and one thing or wother, it has 
‘* coft the parifh as good as fen /hillings, and 
> we'll do no more vor uz.’’—All remon- 
ftrance was in vain, the honeft farmer’s— 
>> we'll do no more vor un,” prevailed with 
his partner, and there ended all hope of the 
12660 marriage, which had been propofed and 
416160 to. ‘The magijfirate, therefore, find- 
ing the young man without fureties to an- 
{wer for his appearance, and the impoffibi- 
lity of perfuading either of the officers to do 
that kindnefs, or !* amy more vor un’?—and 
that he could as foon have repealed the mar- 
riage-aé#, or have reconciled it to fcripture, 
common fenfe, or true policy — made ufe 
of his difcretion, and committed the young 
man to prifon, ‘till the three Sundays thould 
be pafled, and the dayns publithed; with an 
order to the 200/07, to deliver him, on the 
Monday following the laft day of pubhfbing 
the banns, to the cuftody of the conffable of 
the parifh to which the parties belonged, 
that the faid confiable fhould convey him to 
the parifh church at the appointed hour, 6 
them married, and then difcharge his pri- 
foner. 

This 
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This obligation to fend the young man, 
to live near three weeks among the inhabi- 
tants of a common prifon, might have been 
attended with confequences of the worft kind 
to the prifoner; who could be looked upon 
as no other than a v7é4im to a cruel and un- 
natural /aw, and whofe only crime, for which 
he was confined, was, that he could neither 
contract three weeks into the fpace of ¢wenty- 
jour hours, nor produce between forty and 
έν foillings, to pay for doing an act of retri- 
2/2/06 juftice to his fellow-creature, in the 
moft expeditious manner. | 

However, the parties were married, and 
there was an end—the young man turns out 
a good hufband, and the woman a good 
wife; but there can be little doubt, that 
there are many cafes of this fort, which do 
not end quite fo well; for of all experiments 
which can be tried for the corruption of 
the common people, none haye been found 
fo thoroughly to fucceed, as that of fending 
them into a gao/; and to be laid under a ne- 
ceflity of doing this, merely becaufe a man’s 
power of doing a right thing is to be ful- 
pended for a length of time, beyond his de- 
fire and intention to do it, is a fort of prac- 
tical folecifm, unjuftifiable in itfelf, irrecon- 
cileable to common jutftice, inconfiftent with 
found policy, and a moft painful tafk im- 
pofed on the humanity and feelings of the 
magifirate—add to this, one good reafon, 
among others, for the repeal of a law, which 
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may occafion thefe things to happen every 
day. 

The more merciful Romifh ritual fays— 
‘© Publicationibus facts tribus 400005 feftis;” 
and our own ritual (which follows the Romifh 
pretty clofely) till fuperfeded by the mar- 
riage-alt, faid—** three Sundays or holy days” 
—f{o that, by poifibility, a few days might 
determine the matter :—but now the interval 
between the marriage-ceremony and the con- 
tract is fo far protracted, and fo far out of 
the reach of the poorer fort to fhorten by the 
enormous expence of /icences, as to form, in 
many cafes, a very zmconvenient, in not a few, 
a very dangerous delay—and is furely well 
worthy the very ferious confideration of the 
legiflative powers. 

"Till an alteration be made, we certainly 
are far behind, in point of policy and huma- 
nity, as well asin conformity to the divine 
Jaw, the favages of 00/0006, and perhaps 
many others—who, zot having the law, do 
by nature the things contained in the law. 
Rom i. 14. | 

Though the Osaherteans, and we, differ in 
what has been before mentioned, yet we won- 
derfully agree in certain other particulars, 
Dr. Alex. Hift. Wom. vol. 1. .כ‎ 286, fays— 
** As POLYGAMY ὅς not allowed among them’ 
(there we agree) ** they have a faciety among 
** them called ARRzEoY, i which, to fatisfy 
55 the luft of variety, every woman is common 
** to every man.’—And have we no fuch {o- 
0164105 ? what are our 0/0/00, what are our 
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public ftreets after dark ? what, many affem- 
blies of men and women, of more oftenfible 
decency perhaps, but really and truly fo 
many ARREOYS? >> And when any of thefe 
*> women happens to have a child, it 1s fiio- 
>> thered in the moment of its birth, that it 
15 “may not interrupt the pleafures of its imfa- 
+5 » ous mother;-—Children are rarely mur- 
dered by their mothers, among us, merely from 
this principle; but if from fear, /hame, or the 
dread of severe punifhment, women are terrified 
into the murder of their children, it amounts 
much to the fame, with refpect to the children ; 
and if we take into the account the numbers 
deftroyed by cau/ing abortion, an art which it 
does not appear that the /avages have as yet 
acquired, and thofe which are deftroyed either 
in the birth, or after—many of which murders 
are never difcovered, perhaps more than are 
difcovered—it is hardly to be doubted, but 
this s/fland equals at leaft, if not exceeds, in 
numbers of murdered infants, the ifland of 
Otaheite. Their Arrecy feems to be confined 
within a much fmaller compats than OUTS 3 
for as to the liberty our men enjoy, to ruin 
as many women as they caz, it is unconfined 
and unlimited throughout the kingdom. 
““ but in this gunéture, fhould nature revolt at 
“4 fo horrid a deed, even then the mother is not 
> allowed to fave the child,—This, 1 0 
goes beyond us; and yet, the taking a young 
infant from the mother’s breaft, and commit- 
ting it to the care of a pari/b-nurfe, on fend- 
ing g the mother to be punifhed in the houfe of 

correction, 
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correction, is not without fome affinity to this 
practice. ——“‘ unle/s fhe can find a manwho will 
** patronize it as a father ;’—This brings the 
matter into fomewhat like a parallel again, as 
many children among us have been murdered 
through the defertion of the pregnant woman 
by the father of the child. 5 171 which cafe, 
‘© the man is confidered as having appropriated 
‘© the woman to himfelf, and fhe is accordingly 
‘© extruded from this hopeful foctety.”’ 

This particular has already been fuffici- 
ently obferved upon, and the advantage. of 
the Ofaheitean pregnant women, above that | 
of the European, pointed out. 

To attempt a recapitulation of all the mar- 
riage-ceremonies of the different nations of 
mankind, would be a work far exceeding the 
limits as well as the intention of this vo/ume; 
but whatever they may be, as to matter or 
manner, they are doubtlefs of Auman contri- 
vance, and therefore ought only to be looked 
upon as the feveral modes of eftablifhine a 
civil-contrac?, not only between the parties, 
but with refpect to the /ociety where their lot 
may happen to be catft. 

Dr. Alex. Hift. Wom. vol. ii. p. 207, ob- 
ferves as follows:—‘‘ In the profecution of 
* our enquiry, we have fcarcely difcovered 
“© among other primitive nations” (befides 
the ‘fews, which he had mentioned before, as 
having no religious marriage-ceremonial re- 
vealed to them) ** we have fcarcely difcovered 
** any of them even pretending that marri- 
‘* age (1. 6. marriage-ceremony) was the in- 
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ἐἐ ftitution of their gods; but of their firft 16- 
*> giflators, as Menes in Egypt, and Cecrops in 
““ Greece; nor have we found, even among the 
*> ews themfelves, that either prophet or 
“4 וק‎ were concerned in the celebration of 
““ marriage, though they managed every thing 
** that was confidered as /acred, or of divine 
*> inftitution: the fame was the cafe among 
>> other primitive nations; they had priefts 
““ to whom the celebration of every holy rite 
>> was committed; but their magi/trates, and 
*> the relations of the contra¢iing parties, 
> were the only people who concerned them- 
“4 felves about marriage; a {trong prefump- 
>> tion, that it was not confidered in any other 
‘* light than as a 0/0/1-0007700/." 

There is, however, with regard to the fews, 
no reafon to talk of ““ {trong prefumption,” 
for the light itfelf is not more clear and evi- 
dent, than that, throughout the whole law of 
Mofes, there is not the leaft hint or trace of 
nuptial ceremony of a religious kind, or the 
interference of any miniffer of religion in the 
matter—therefore the throwing marriage into 
the hands of Chriftian churchmen (and by what 
means and by what degrees that has been 
done clearly appears from the foregoing evi- 
dence) and pretending that a ceremonial to 
be adminiftered by prie/ffs—jure 0/0700, was ne- 
ceflary and eflential to make marriages valid 
as in Gop’s fight—and that all who came to- 
gether, and lived together, without it, lived 
in “4 11266 of whoredom and fornication’ — 
is alfo more than a ffrong prefumption, for it 

- amounts 
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amounts to demonftration, that Chriftian church= 
men have been the greateft, and moft errant 
and complete {et of KNAVES, that ever in- 
fefted the earth. None but μιμοῦ could, for 
their own profit and intereft, have mifin- 
terpreted, perplexed, and confounded, as they 
have done, the holy and fimple ordinance of 
Gop with refpect to marriage, and then throw 
the duft of prieffly rites and ceremonies into 
the eyes of the laity, to prevent a difcovery 
of their anpofure.—How all this originated, 
how it has been carried on,.and how it ftands 
at this hour, has been fully declared. 

One fhould hardly think, that /uch a con- 
tempt poured on the Hebrew fcriptures, in 
which the whole mind and will of JrHovan 
ftands written, as with a /un-dcam, touching 
thofe wife and beneficent regulations, which 
He was pleafed to ordain with refpect to the 
commerce of the fexes, could admit of aggravd= 
tion; but this matter leaves no fort of doubt, 
when we find the zmpoffors placing the great 
reviver, interpreter, and defender of the law 
of JEHovAH, at the head of their faction, and 
reprefenting Him as inftituting a new ordia 
nance of marriage, appropriated to Chri/fians—— 
this upon the foundation of a zew Jaw; and 
thus rendering πο and void the fixed and unal- 
terable decrees of Eternal Wifdom—on the im- 
portant and interefting fubject of Marriage. = 

Let thofe who think I carry this matter foo 
far, firft read their Bzd/e, then let them take 
Du Pin’s hittory of Ecclefiaftical Writers, &c. 
or, if they do not care to read over fo volu- 
minous a work, let them confider well the 


preceding 
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preceding extracts from it; let them ἐπε 
compare the whole of our fy/em, with what 
they find there upon the fubject, and if, after 
all this, they do not agree with me, then let 
them take for their motto—Non perfuadebis; 
etiamp perfuaferts. Tog 

In the foregoing long detail of evidence, 
we have often met with the word Church, 
which is the Engh tranflation of the Greek 
exuayoia, and of the Latin Ecclefa; thefe feem 
derived from the Greek ἐχκάλειν to call out, 
and denote the church of Gon, or an afem- 
bly or fociety of men, called out of mankind by 
the worp of Gop; thefe are, through /anéti- 
jication: of the fpirit, and belief of the truth; 
(2 Theff. ii. 13.) united to God and.to each 
other, by the THREEFOLD 6082 of FAITH, 
HOPE, and Love. They have OnE Lorp— 
One FartH=-One Baptism. SeeEph. iv. 5. 
All the members of this /oczety, however 47 
trefjed, diftinguifhed, or diffipated over the face 
of the earth, form, in a collective fenfe, the 
holy Catholic church; and where only two or 
three of them meet together in the name of their 
common Lorp, He zs in the midft of them. 
Matt. xviii. 20. Therefore there are as many 
churches on earth, as there are fuch focieties 
thus meeting together—but thefe, as well as 
the individuals which compofe them, though 
many, form but one Body, of which CHRIsT 
isthe Heap. Eph. 1. 22, 23. 

For my own part, 1 doubt not but there. 
are members of this church among all /eé?s 
and parties of profefling Cbriftians, and it di- 
lates my heart with a traniport’of 5 - 

| think 


[ 337 


think how many thou/ands, now divided from 
eich other from various caufes of fepwration, 
as to place, fituation, and other unavoidable 
circumftances incident to the prefent ftate of 
things—perhaps divided by the narrownefs 
of a party, or the prejudices and bigotry of 
Jfetarian* zeal, which, like impaffable gulphs, 
{tand between them—fhall one day meet to- 
gether, and join with one heart and one voice, 


* In the year 1644, at the treaty of Uxbridge, the re- 
verend doéfors of the king’s party afirmed Epi/copacy to be 
jure divino—the reverend 22/01/2002 of the other party, 
affirmed Prefbytery tobe jure divino. Thefe difputes 
were carried on with great warmth, and pretty equal 
fuccefs, for both parties ended juft where they began, 
and full as wide from each other’s fentiments.—The 
foundation of 0/ feems to have been, fomething very 
like that of a certain difpute, which 18 recorded AZark 
ix. 24. If both fides had attended as they ought to the 
rebuke given ver. 35, matters would have ended more 
amicably—however, a third jure divino ftarted up under 
the notion of Independency, which, by the help of the 
jure divine of Prefbytery, overturned the government both 
in church and flate—cut the &7mg’s head off—and then 
took all into their own hands—’till the intolerable ty- 
ranny they exercifed upon one another, obliged them to 
reftore the antient government again. After this, the 
Epifcopalian jure divino took care to fecure itfelf, and 
pay off old fcures, by cruel and oppreflive laws againft 
diffenters, which ereéted a tyranny forely felt by thefe 
lat; ’till; after the Revolution, its chws were cut, and 
its teeth broken, by the truly Prote/lant and Chriffian to- 
leration-aét.—However, hiftory informs us, that perfe- 
cution and intolerancy are too congenial with human 
pride and love of power, to be chargeable only on the 
church of Rome. All feé?s and parties have, in their 
turns, been calling for fire from heaven, as it were. 
again{ft one another; little thinking what manner of [pirit 
they are of, or what muft become of them, if the Jupcs 
OF ALL fhould deal with them as they would deal with 
each other. 


Vox? 1 ve in 
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ii the united praifes of their glorious Heap, 
and blufh to think, that they have fuffered 
any outward diftindtions to influence or leffen 
that inward affection, which, with refpect to 
each other, ought to have been a tranfcript 
of the Redeemer’s love tothetm. See John xiii. 


4. 

Such is the church-militant on earth, which, 
with that triumphant in Heaven, makes but 
one family (Eph. 111. 5.) which confifts of the 
redeemed out of every nation, kindred, people, 
and tongue. (Rev. vii.g.) This, in a compara- 
tive view, is ftyled—a Mittle flock, Luke xii. 32; 
but, when a// hall be gathered together, will 
appear to be a great multitude which no man 
can number. 

_ After all this, it muft furely appear to the 
diligent revifer of the former part of this vo- 
/ume, that the word Church is to be underftood 
very differently, in thofe extracts from the 
annals of Popery, which fo long detained his 
patience in the perufal of them. 

There, this ill-underftood and much-abufed 
word Church, denotes a fet of people, defcribed 
by the apoftle, Acts xx. 30. as grievous wolves, 
entering in and not {paring the flock—/peaking 
perverfe things to draw away difciples after 
them.—-We have feen how early this: myflery 
of iniquity began to work — how, under the 
name of THE CHURCH, a kingdom of this world 
was erected, and its throne filled with the man 
of fin, who oppofeth and exalteth himfelf above 
all that 1s called Gop, or that ts wor/bipped ; 
fo that δὲ as Gov fitteth in the temple of Gov, 


fhewing 
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foewing bimfelf that he is Gov. 2 Theff. ii. 4. 
> We have feen, how, in confequence of this, 
and in order to fupport this fame cuuRcH, 
the minds of men fhould be filled with fuch 
ideas as were beft fuited to maintain its domi- 
nion, not only over the people, but even over 
the dings of the earth.—Hence 101166 
took place of the written fcriptures—legends, 
full of lying miracles and wonders, fupplanted 
the records of divine truth—laws of councils, 
{ynods, and Popes, were fubftituted for the /aws 
of Heaven—the love of power fupplanted the 
humble fpirit of the gofpel—améition and 
pride drave out lowline/s and meeknefs—an iron 
feeptre, wielded by the hand of tyranny, fuc- 
ceeded to the mild and gentle reign of C4rz/- 
tian liberty—adamantine chains of ignorance 
and /uper/tition were forged for the reafon and 
underftanding of mankind—the eafy yoke of 
CuristT was laid afide, and the intolerable 
burden of church-power crufhed all who re- 
fufed to fubmit to it. 

Such being the form and government of 
this worldly kingdom, its minifiers, who were 
to carry it on, muft be fuitable to the nature 
of it. Hence arofe, in the fhape, and under 
the venerable names of cardinals, archbifhops, 
bifhops, priefis, deans, canons, prebendarties, 
600. &c. as many Lords over Gon’s heritage 
as the wit of man could invent, or the power 
of the Pope create; riches * and worldly gran- 

deur 

* [+ ג פגש‎ fine check which was once given to a 


certain Pope, who was, with no {mall fatisfaction, def- 
ל‎ : Z 2 canting 
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deur gave them pre-eminence, and every 
means to advance thefe were devifed and em- 
ployed. Among the reft, the ordinance of 
marriage was framed anew; its antient and 
fimple difpenfation afforded no revenue, added 
ΠΟ importance to churchmen; where it was 01- 
vinely forbidden, no difpenfation from man could 
authorize it; where it was divinely allowed, no 
licence from man could add to its perfection 
and obligation:—this was found neceffary, 
therefore, to be changed; the thing it/e/f muft 
be deftroyed, and framed anew; its nature and 
effence muft no longer remain upon the Crra- 
ToR’s inftitution, but depend on certain rites 
and ceremonies of man’s invention—thefe were 
to be fuppofed to be coéval with the difpenfa- 
tion of the go/pe/, and the laws of ,ב ספ[‎ 
by which it had been regulated and fettled 
from the deginning, were deemed antiquated 
and laid afide. We have feen the degrees by 
which this was effected, from the firftintroduc- 
tion of clerical denediction, to the total invali- 
‘dation, not only of the divine Jaw, but of all 
civil contraét, by the council of Trent—we have 
feen what mifchiefs have been produced to 
the world, more efpecially to the female fex, 
by thefe papal inventions; and happy would 
it be for millions, did we alfo fee, that nothing 
can obviate thefe mi(chiefs, but returning to 
‘canting on the great acceffion of riches to the church— 
> Now,” faid he, ‘* the church can no longer fay, as St. 
‘© Peter did—Silver and gold have I none.” —‘* No,” an- 
fwered one, ** Neither can it fay, as he did—** Jn the 


** name of Jesus Curist of Nazareth, rife up and walk.” 
See A&ts ili. 6. 


that 
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that from whence we are fallen — the Hoy, 
WISE, BENEFICENT, and SALUTARY LAWS 
OF HEAVEN. 

The way to do this, is to reftore to the 
civil power that which has been evidently 
taken from it; to fuffer no longer ἃ /y//em to 
remain, which hides from the eyes of man- 
kind the real and true nature and obligation 
of the divine ordinance. The civil magiftrate 
ought to have the /o/e jurifdiction over civil 
contracts, in this as well as in all other cafes— 
and furely a way might eafily be found, by 
which this might be brought to pafs, fo as to 
anfwer every good end that can poflibly accrue 
from the prefent mode of marriage, and de- 
feat thofe mifchievous ends which are the 
infallible confequences of the prefent fyftem;. 
above all, that anzi-/criptural and deftructive 
notion, that men are under no obligation to 
_ that retributive juftice which Gop has com- 
manded, unlefs bound upon them by the word 
of a prieff. On fuch occafions, the accefs to 
the magiftrate fhould be facilitated as much 
as poflible, and his power, like that of the 
magiftrates in I/rae/, fhould inftantly compel 
{uch an obfervance of it, as they would have 
done in the like cafe. See before vol. it. 
p. 73. 18. edit.—p.67. 2dedit. This would 
rid the world of all the mifchief which now 
accrues from the difficulties laid in the way 
of marriage, by ecclefaftical contrivance, and 
by the falfe policy of the marriage-ad. | 

One would think, that in fuch a country as 
this, when we are driven to fuch a ftate of de= 
population, as to make laws to invite foreigners 
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.10 navigate our fhips, and find ourfelves 
obliged to allow our merchants three fourths 
of foreign feamen, in order to carry on our 
trade, (See 20 G. III. c. 20.) all the caufes 
of depopulation fhould be well confidered, and 
as many of them removed as poffible; that 
marriage, 10 far from being clogged with diffi- 
culties and impediments which are folely the 
inventions of men, fhould be facilitated and 
encouraged, by being reftored to its antient 
footing, as it appears to have been ordained, 
inflituted, and regulated, by the GREAT 
Lorp עס‎ HEAVEN AND EARTH. 
This would alfo, as has been already fhewn 
at large, greatly deftroy that deffroyer of 0 
many—public proflitution.—It would refcue 
multitudes of breeding women from that 
fatal obftacle to population, the promifcuous in- 
tercourfe of the /exes—it would be a means 
of eradicating that dreadful difeafe, which is © 
the baneful confequence of it, and which, in 
different ways, robs us of fo many people. 
By recommending a reftitution of 16 0 
law,1am recommending no new invention, no 
Utopian {cheme, no medicine for our fad and 
mournful ftate of conffitution, but what has 
been tried and found to fucceed; there is 
not an zgredienf in it, but what has been 
thoroughly weighed and prepared by un- 
erring wifdom.—Let us only take a view of its 
effects on I/rael of old, who were as the fands 
on the fea fhore, and as the ftars of heaven for 
multitude.—'The plan which they purfued was 
οὗ Gop—from whence the plan which we 
are purfuing is derived, or by whom devifed, 
2 I fhould 
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I fhould imagine the reader can beat no lofs 
to determine, after having attentively red, 
and confidered, the contents of this, and of 
the two preceding volumes. 

From the foregoing evzdence it alfo appears, 
from whence we derive our oppreflive and 
unjuftifiable notions of divorce a vinculo ma- 
¢trimoniti—of permitiing men to forfake women 
entirely, if not married to them with every 
given requifite of fome 4uman form, though 
fuch regutfites, or the reafons of annulling 
marriages, which are wholly grounded on 
thofe requifites, fo far from having /cripture- 
warrant, directly oppofe the mind of Gop as 
revealed in the /criptures upon the /ubjed?. 

We may farther be inftructed, whence is 
derived the depriving men of that moft im- 
portant privilege of divorce in cafe of the 
wife's adultery, and forbidding them to marry 
others during the adulterefs’s life, unlefs fet 
free by human authority; this at fo enormous 
an expence as few can aftord.—Thus is a 
man placed in a moft cruel fituation, either 


- to fhare his wife with others, and be liable 


to the maintenance of other men’s children; 
or, if he feparates himfelf from her, he is re- 
duced to all the temptations and mifchiefs of 
a celibacy which is impofed on him by the 
fole tyranny of suman authority, without any 
power whatfoever of flying to that redref{s, 
which is gracioufly and gratuitoufly afforded 
him by the Gop of mature. We have feen 
the dreadful confequences which attended the 
celibacy of the elergy—we are aftonifhed at 
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the wickednefs of thofe canons which enjoined 
it—we wonder, that, to this hour, it fhould 
be continued im the Romifh church—we ap- 
prove, and juftly, in the higheft terms, the 
banifhment of it from among סג‎ 
—how is it that we do not fee, that our con- 
tinuing to follow the Popz/b canons relative to 
divorce, 1s productive of a fort 05 8 
celibacy, with refpet to men who: cannot 
afford divorces on the footing on which the 
Pope placed them, and on which we have 1 in 
6806 continued them, only with having i in- 
creafed the expence an hundred fold, and by 
this having placed them fo much further out 
of the reach of the zzjured—how is it, I fay, 
that we cannot fee, that this fort of celibacy 
is attended with all the mifchiefs of the 
other, and, without doubt, as great an incen- 
tive to aduftery and whoredom, and, in confe- 
quence, to the ruin of women both married 
and unmarried? What difference can it pof- 
fibly make to ‘a man, whether he be left a 
wretched prey to his paffions, becaufe he has 
taken orders—or becaufe his wife is become 0 
wife to him, and he is forbidden to take 
another, but on impoffible terms? 

We have had alfo laid open before us, in 
the preceding long teftimony, the infult put 
cn the ordinance of Heaven by the feveral ca- 
nons which were made for preventing clande/- 
tine MATT 1aZeS and making them zu// and vod 
—a matter which was fo ‘far from being una- 
nimoufly agreed upon, even at the Popifh 
council of Trent, that Cardinal Varmien/e 24 
ל ל‎ ee 66 
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fented himfelf the day on which the voices 
were to be collected for the decree; and no 
lefs than fifty-three others of the council gave 
their voices againft it—‘‘ for, that, marriage 
«< being a divine, not an suman ordinance, 
“© could not be diffclved by any power of man.’ — 
See before vol. 11. p. 39. ad. edit. n.—p. 41. 
1ft. edit. ἢ. 

By what art of /ogic can it be made out, 
that this is not as good a reafon again{t our 
* ad for preventing clandeftine marriages,” 
as it was againft the proceedings of the council 
of Trent? Or how can the influence of that 
great man, who brought in the marriage-aét, 
and who, by dint of the weight of that znflu- 
ence, carried it through all its ftages in par- 
liament, create a more fcriptural fanGion of 
that law, than the znfluence of the Pope over 
the members of the council of Trent, could 
juftify pafling the decree for preventing, and 
making void, c/andefline marriages? | 

We likewife may fee the power affumed to 
vacate marriages, which are had and folem- 
nized before a certain time of life, which is 
arbitrarily fixed to the age of 21 years in 
both parties, unlefs had by confent of parents 
and guardians. A Pope of Rome could fix the 
age of the man at 30, and of the woman at 25: 
we are more moderate—-but where doth Gop 
make /uch marriages void? 

The law, antecedently to the marriage-ad, 
{tood thus, viz. : 

> From the age of /feven to the age of 
ἐς twelve as to the woman, and of fourteen as 

>> tg 
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‘to the man, they cannot contract matri- 
>> mony de prefenti, but only de futuro. 

“© Aman, 10 foon as he hath accomplifhed 
““ the age of fourteen years, and a woman, fo 
>> foon as fhe fhall have accomplithed the 
“‘-age of twelve years, may contract true 
>> and lawful matrimony. | 

*+ But by cau. 100 —no children, un- 
““ der the age of 21 years complete, fhall 
*> contract themfelves without the confent of 
*> their parents or guardians, and governors, 
> if their parents be deceafed.”—It is to be 
obferved, that here is nothing faid of va- 
cating actual marriage. See Burn’s Eccl. Law, 
tit. Marriage, § 2. 

By 25 of Hen. VIII. c. 21, power is given 
to the archbifhop of Canterbury, to grant fa- 
culties, difpenfations, and licences—as the Pore 
had done before. This Papal power is referved 
by the marriage-act to the archbifhop, who, 
by virtue thereof, can /icenfe perfons to marry 
at any time or place; which marriages, with- 
out fuch licence, would be void to 311 Ζογιές 
and purpofes whatfoever! So that now, all 
that glorious and beneficent plan, which was 
ordained of Gop, for regulating the com- 
merce of the fexes, and more ef{pecially for the 
prefervation and protection of the female fex, 
is fet afide, and we are to confider the va- 
lidity of the divine ordinance of marriage, in 
all cafes, as dependent on the laws of men, 
and in very many cafes, as narrowed into the 
compafs of an archdifhop’s licence!—Deo non 


obfante. | 
/ Thus 
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Thus have we been brought to a thorough 
acquaintance with the whole doctrine of mar- 
riage, as it is in deed and in ¢ruth the ordi- 
nance of Gop, andas it is now in deed and in 
truth a creature of the ftate, or rather a fort 
of creature of Popifb extraction, yet of the 
amphibious kind, partaking partly of eccle- 
fiaftical law, partly of the civil municipal law, 
but hardly a trace remaining of its antient 
conformity to the raw or HEAVEN. 

The effects and confequences of all this 
have been clearly pointed out, and laid before 
the public— ocular demonfiration proves their 
truth, and every day’s experience brings in 
its evidence for the neceflity of REFORMA- 
TION. | 

Laftly, and upon the whole—It does ap- 
pear, that Chriftian churchmen have imitated 
the apoftate ‘fews. The caufe 200 had to 
ferve was the fubverfion of Chrijizanity; there- 
fore, when ‘‘ they got the New Teftament 
*> into their hands, and faw the evidences it 
** was built upon, they turned Ma/erites, 
** Rabbies, Expounders, Scribes, &c. patched 
> up Talmuds, Mifhnas, Cabbalas, &c. and at 
>> laft fet up that outrageous impoftor Ma- 
55 homet; all to facilitate their main plot.”— 
See Hutch. Abr. p, 205. 

So when the others had framed a plan to 
eftablith a worldly kingdom, and to wield a 
Sceptre of defpotifn over their fubjeéts the 
/uty—when they faw the evidences againtt 
their whole plan, which were contained in 
the /acred writings—they turned Commenta- 

LOrs, 
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tors, Expojtors, Tradttionifis, &c. patched up 


Bulls, Decrees, Canons, Synodal Determinations, 
&c, and fet up that outrageous impoftor the 
Pope; to facilitate their main plot againft the 
liberties and properties, the underftandings 
and confciences of mankind. | 
Whereas, in truth and in fat— 

The whole of JEHovan’s inflitutions was 
renewed to the J/rachtes at mount Sinai, mi- 
nutely defcribed and recorded in the dw 
committed to their cuftody, and ordered to. | 
be preferved as a facred depofitum for the be~ 
nefit of all nations—the long fucceffion of 
prophets confirmed its ftability and impor- 
tance—and the whole of the New Teita- 
ment refers us to no other foundation for 
the truth and obligation of all its precepts. 

It follows then, that, as JEHovaAH created 
man upon the earth—-commanded tne increafe 
and propagation of the human {pecies—or- 
dained the means of it—circumfcribed thofe 
means, by pofitive ftatutes, as to His infinite 
wifdom feemed good -- סה‎ man or men, of 
any defeription * or character whatfoever, hath 
or have any power or authority whatfoever, 
to add to, diminifh, change, or alter, one 
fingle flatuze relative to marriage, as to who 


* >> As furely as God hath revealed true religion, fo 
>> furely has he inhibited magiftrates, and all others, 
>> from eftablifhing any thing contrary to it, or devi- 
“© ating from it.” Confeffional, 30 edit. p. 258. — This 
appears to be fo felf-evident an axiom, as to admit of 
no controverfy; and yet, as we have feen from the fore- 
going long detail of ev:dence, has been practically denied 
for many ages. ( 

may 
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may or who may not intermarry—what does 
or does not conftitute it as valid and obliga- 
tory in the fight of Gop, either בנ‎ 
to the parties themfelves, the lawfulnefs or 
unlawfulnefs of their iffue, or any circum- 
{tance whatfoever concerning the divine or- 
dinance delivered in the revelation of Gon’s 
mind and will, and recorded in the book of the 
law. 

Much lefs, if poffible, have they any power 
or authority to forbid marriage where Gop 
hath allowed it—to make that crimina/ which 
he hath made /awfu/—that null and void which 
he hath effablijfbed—that infamous which he 
hath made Aonourabl. 

What abundant reafon then hath Gop to 
complain of the Cériffians, as he did of the 
Fews—Ezek. v. 6.— They have refufed my 
judgments, and my ftatutes, they have not walked 
in them? And again—Amos ii. 4.—They have 
defpifed the law of JEHOVAH, and have not kept 
his commandments, and their lyes caufed them 
to err, after the which thew fathers have 
walked. 

Many other remarks might be made from 
the foregoing long detail of inconteftible evi- 
dence, which probably have not efcaped τῆς 
intelligent reader's obfervation; I do not at 
all with they fhould, as each of them muft 
tend to difcover the frauds and fallacies which 
have been made ufe of, to wean the minds of 
people from the great and only ftandard of 
all truth, and to conciliate a reverence and 
efteem for the traditions and inventions of 

men ; 
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men; thus to emancipate them from the 
commandments of Gop, and to bring them 
into that worfe than igyptian bondage, a 
blind fubmiffion and fubjugation of their un- 
derftandings to the /leight of men, and cunning 
craftine[s whereby they he in wait to deceive. 

Eph. iv. 14. | 
The undeniable proofs of this, are too 
glaring to be denied, with the leaft pretence 
to fairnefs; and afford a very ufeful caution, 
againft believing things to be true, becaufe 
they make a part of a popular fyftem, or of a 
national religion. We have feen how many 
Jorgeries and lyes have grown into credit and 
reverence, merely from their introduction by 
men in power, and their having acquired con- 
fequence by /ength of time. We have feen 
how the coercive terror of capital punifhment 
has been made ufe of to inforce a veneration 
for falfhood, and the terrors of 200 and 
Jchifm brandithed at the heads of thofe, who 
have dared to oppofe /cripture to human tra- 
dition. We have feen laws of Gop annihi- 
lated, and laws of men put in their place. 
We have feen Chriftianity made incompati- 
ble with the /fatutes of Heaven, and the /ffa- 
tutes of Heaven repealed by Popz/h canons, 
and acts of parliament. ΑἸ] this, and much 
more, ejufdem faring, we have feen.—I leave it 
to the common fenfe and reafon of every ju- 
dicious and obfervant perfon to determine— 
what we /fi// /eee—And to Him, whois alone 
the fupreme difpofer of all events—whofe ways 
are not our ways, and whofe thoughts are not 
: > our 
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our thoughts—do I moft humbly, fubmif- 
fively, and unrefervedly, leave whatever /ha// 
be feen hereafter : moft affuredly believing, as 
moft fully perfuaded, let appearances be what 
they may to the eye of human wifdom, that 
a time will come, when the kingdoms of this 
world—however now divided by human po- 
licy—deceived by ecclefiaftical contrivance— 
impofed on by prieftcraft—mifled by folly— 
or blinded by fuperftition—will become rhe 
kingdoms of JeHovAu and His CuristT—and 
that 206 earth fhall be filled with the knowledge 
of JEHOVAH, as the waters cover the fea. See 
If, xi. g.—Rev. xi. τς. Then will the /ong 
of Mofes the fervant of Gop, and the fong of 
the diamb, be found in exact harmony with 
each other—and the 207002 of both be— 
Great and marvellous are thy works, Lorp 
Gop AtmicuTy!—yjufiand true are thy ways, 
THOU Kinc or Saints! Rev. xv. 2. | 
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.% 1 5 author having now finifhed his 
defign, in laying before the public as 
complete a /yffem, as he was able to collect 
and lay together, for the prevention of adu/- 
tery, and of the public proftitution of women— 
which faid fyftem is founded folely on the 
bafis of the 0/0/06 Jaw—he defires to con- 
clude the whole, with fome very effential 
parts of his creéd relative to the fubjects 
herein treated. | 

1. 116 6068 moft folemnly de/eve—that the 
moral laws and precepts contained in the Pen- 
tateuch, or five books of Mofes, were defigned 
for the moral government.of Gon’s people in 
all ages of the world. ; 

2. That all the atures therein, relative to 
marriage, and all that concerns it, as to it’s 
nature and effence, are the fixed and immu- 
table determinations of Infinite Wifdom. 

. That no power on earth can lawfully 
add to, or diminifh from them, a fingle 2 
or tittle. 

4. That all variations, and departures from 
them, are fo many zn/u/ts againit the power, 
wifdom, bolinefs, and purity of the Divine 
LAWGIVER. 

_§. That all Suman contrivances to evade 
their force, and to deftroy their influence 
and obligation—which were begun by primi- 
tive Chriftians and fathers—carried on and 

completed 
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completed by Céhriftian churchmen, whether 
Popi/h or Protefhant—are 10 many inftances of 
human corruption and depravity, which cannot 
admit of much greater aggravation, than hav- 
ing appeared in the world under the fpecious 
garb of piety and fanétity, while they are 
ruining the bodies and fouls of mankind— 
but more efpecially of the female fex-—and 
fetting the /aws, made by the Gep of zature, 
for their fecurity and protection, at open. de- 
hance. 

6. That all thefe pofitions are proved in 
the foregoing volumes, and abundantly con- 
firmed by every day’s experience. 

7. That, as faras the 0/0/00 law is adopted 
into our municipal fyftem, 10 far will the ruin- 
ous and deftructive crimes of adultery and 
proftitution of women be checked—but by no 
other means which ever has, or can be, in- 
vented. | 
= 8. That we ate all more the creatures of 
cuftom than we are aware of—that the human 
mind, having no senate ideas of right and 
wrong, becauie it has none of that Jaw which 
conititutes them, takes up with the firit that 
offer themfelves to its obfervation; thefe grow 
up with it, and form themfelves into thofe 
various modes of opinion, which divide one 
part of mankind from another in their fenti- 
ments and judgments of things; thefe are 
improved into habits by education and ufage, 
and hence arife the oppofition and difficulty 
which truth meets with, when it prefents it- 
felf, on its own fimple authority, to the 

Vor. IL. Aa mind 
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mind of man, and would fupplant thofe pre- 
judices which are found to have ufurped its 
place and influence within the foul. 

g. That the Hebrew tongue, in which the 
divine law is revealed and recorded, has one 
fixed and determinate meaning, with regard 
to the things therein contained; and, that 

“not a fingle word, phrafe, fentence, para- 
graph, verfe, or chapter, has any other mean- 
ing zow, than when firft written by the facred 
pen-men— that every part of the creation, 
whether animate or inanimate, is juft what it 
is there defcribed, and that all the mora/ ac- 
tions of men are good or evil, only as they are 
conformable, or not, to the true intent and 
meaning of the unchangeable /aws of the 
Creator there recorded.—Therefore, 

το. To imagine that the fu which rules 
our day, and the won which governs our 
night, are not the fame identical /umnaries 
of which we read in the Hebrew /criptures, 
is not more falfe, abfurd, and unwarranted, 
than to fay that marriage, under all the forms 
in which it exifted under the difpenfation of 
Gop, as revealed in the Hebrew /criptures, 
and there recorded, is not zew one and the 
fame in Gonp’s fight. And we are no more 
authorized to fuppole, that it is in the power 
of man to create a new fun or 22002], than we 
are, that δὲ can make marriage, as in Gon’s 
fight, any thing elfe than what Gop Himfelf 
hath made it in His moft ץ/20‎ Jaw.—To aflert 
that there is any Law, holier, purer, wifer, 
or better adapted to regulate the commerce of 

9 fhe 
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the foxes, than that which Jenovan publithed 
at Mount Stnat, is horrible blafphemy 1 

11. The author doth moit certainly be- 
lieve, that as the facraments of the Lord’s Sup- 
per and Baptifin have been corrupted by anti- 
_chrifiian inventions-——fo the ordinance of mar- 
riage, as appointed by Gop, and regulated by 
His laws, hath fhared the fame fate—and that 
nothing can reftore any of thefe to their pri- 
mitive fimplicity, but an unreferved fubmif- 
fion of the minds of men to the pure and 
perfect worp or Gop. 

12. Hedoth alfo believe, that if ever the in- 
creafing ruin and defolation of the ,א‎ the 
lower orders thereof efpecially, fhould be 
deemed, as it ought, a ferious object of par- 
hamentary confideration, as a national evil of 
the moft defolating and deffructive kind, not 
only to individuals, but to the 22/0 in gene- 
ral—if ever the /egi/lature fhould think, with 
Baron Montefquieu, that—*‘ in a popular ftate, 
“κ᾿ public incontinence may be regarded as the 
** greateft of misfortunes” — if ever they 
with to difcourage and check adultery, whoree 
dom, and celibacy, which are the caufes of 
depopulation, and of other numberlefs evils; and 
to promote the interefts of chaffity and marri- 
age, which are the approximate caules of 
population, and of other numberlefs benefits—no 
plan that ever can be devifed or thought of 
will ever anfwer thefe moft defirable ends, 
like that exhibited to us in the divine law ; 
which has been confidered and fet forth in 
thefe welumes, and which, however anti- 
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quated and laid 306 by the craft and policy 
of Popi/b contrivance, to anfwer the pur- 
_pofes of priefly importance, ambition and 
wealth, zs yet, as it was, and ever will be, the 
only rule of right—millions have had caufe to 
curfe the day when it was laid afide—millions 
‘would have reafon to blefs the day when it 
fhall be reftored. | 
= - /\8 for the experiments which have been 
try'd, to improve upon the di/penfations of the 
Most Hicu, with refpect to the moral go- 
vernment of mankind, they certainly have 
precedents of a very early date. They began 
with our “γι parents, and have been handed 
down to us in regular fucceflion for near fix 
thoufand years. ‘The ‘few7/h church was very 
fertile in fuch experzments, as its hij/tory, both 
in the O/d Leflament and New Te/fament, abun- 
dantly informs us. As for the Cérifians, they 
have not been behind hand; they have always 
had projectors, of very high and diftinguifhed 
abilities in that way—their projects and ex- 
periments, with 612660 to Gop’s Jaws which 
were to regulate the commerce of the fexes, 
have been fet forth without referve in thefe 
volumes, but more efpecially in the frj/ chap- 
ter of ¢this—and what has been the con- 
fequence? --- We have almoft loft fight of 
that fimple, plain, and falutary Pian, held 
forth to us in the drvine Jaw—and are now 
under a complicated, dark, and defirudtive Sys- 
EM, which, inftead of refembling the plain 
and evident way of duty pointed out to us in 
the flatutes of Heaven, rather may remind 
| us 
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us of Virgil’s account of the Cretan labyrinth, 
where the devouring monfter Minotaur was 


kept— 


Ut quondam Creta fertur labyrinthus in alta, 
Parietibus tectum cecis iter, ancipitemque 
Mille viis habuiffe dolum; qua figna fequendt 
Falleret indepren{us et irremeabilis error. 


fin. v. 588. 


Like as the Cretan labyrinth of old, 
With wandering wave, and many a winding fold, 
Invalv’d the weary feet without redrefs, 
In a round error which deny’d recefs. 
| .אפפצאכע‎ 


Fable tells us, that Ariadne, the daughter 
of King Minos, gave Thefeus a clew, by which 
he found his way out of the /adyrinth, after 
having flain the Minotaur. 

If thefe volumes fhould be made inftru- 
mental to our deliverance, by unravelling the 
iniquitous myffery of human fy{tems refpec- 
ing marriage, and by checking the devafta- 
tions of thofe wor/f and moft deftructive of 
monfters * — adultery and female proftitution— 
their 626 will be anfwered. | 
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is See before vol. ii. p. 104. 1ft. edit.—p. 98. 2d. edit, 
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ADDENDA 


Note, vol. i. p. 263. 1. 1-4. 10 edit —— 
Ρ- 250.1. 7—-10. 2d edit. © 


N the Qua. et Refponf: ad Orthodox, 

ufually printed with the works of Fu/lin 
Martyr, the former part of the 132d Queffion 
runs in Englith thus: 


se 1 according to the Mofarc Jaw, a man 
.** taking the wite of his brother, who was 
>> dead without iffue, begat z//ue of her, which 
“με by nature were his, but by thé law 
«his 2/0/2078 — how could this be other- 
*> wife than wrong, in cafe the furviving 
>> brother had ibe Bab wife, together with 
>> whom he alfo took the relict of his de- 


>> ceafed brother ?” 


THE ANSWER. 


Ts vous μὴ κωλύσαντος τὸς Topayairac yovame 
λαξειν, εἰ ξϑλοιντο, 8 μόνον aLyyEvidd, ἀλλὰ וא‎ 
αἰγμαλωτιδα καὶ παλλακιδα᾽ SOEY Pk ATCMV, BOE 
ὥλαπτει 5% TS yuvaind ἐπὶ yuvains λαξειν 0000000 τῷ 
TEAEUTYKOTOS, TS VOUS μὴ KATAAVONEVS” 7006 γῶρ 
ATOMIA ἐπὶ τῇ πῶρ χάσει אד‎ VOUS καϑι SAT Oe 


«¢ Since 


ae 


«Since the law did not prohibit the 
>> Tfraelites, if they chofe, from taking a 
> wife, not only of their own nation, but 
> likewife a captive and a concubine, there 
>> could, therefore, be nothing wrong or in- 
‘¢ jurious in a man’s taking the re/é? of his 
> deceafed brother to a wife he had before ; 
> for the law was not hereby violated: jor 
“all wrong confifts in the violation of the 
*> law.” 


Vol.ii. 215, ἢ, rftedit.—ad edit. 197, n. 


In the time of the 2002/66 in the laft cen 
tury, by an ordinance of Auguft 1653, ‘twas 
enacted, 

«That all perfons intending to be mar- 
** ried, fhall come before fome jujtice of the 
>> peace; and if there appear no reafonable 
*> caufe to the contrary, the marriage fhall 
** proceed in this manner: - The man to be 
*> married, taking the woman by the hand, 
*> fhall plainly and diftinctly pronounce thefe 
>> words: — I 4. B. do, in the prefence of 
6% Gop, the fearcher of all hearts, take thee 
«°C. D. for my wedded wife; and do alfo, 
** in the prefence of Gop, and before thete 
‘* witnefles, promife to be unto thee a loving 
‘and faithful hufband. — The woman pro- 
** mifes, in the fame form, to be a /oving, 
““ faithful, and obedient wife. And it is 
>> further enacted, That the man and woman 
4 having made fufficient proof of the con- 
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“6 fent of their parents and guardians (if -חט‎ 
‘* der the age of twenty-one years) and ex- 
** prefled their confent unto marriage, in the 
** manner and by the words aforefaid, before 
“* fuch juffice, in the prefence of two or more 
>> credible witnefles, the faid jujtice may and 
** fhall declare the faid man and waman to be 
>> thenceforth 20/2008 and wife; and the mar- 
“riage fhall be good and effectual in law,” 
&c.—The reader may find the whole at large 
in Schobel’s Collections, 2d part, p. 236. 

This was called — ‘‘ being married by the 
Direétory.”’ The generality of the Pref- 
byterians were then married in this manner, 
enjoined by the Directory, and not by the 
Liturgy, though there were fome inftances 
to the contrary; and among thefe, Mr. Sze- 
phen Marfbal (who was a zealot, and had ἃ 
chief hand in compiling the Directory) did, 
marry his own daughter by the form pre- 
{cribed in the Liturgy, being unwilling to 
have his daughter “ returned to him as a 
‘¢ 0000/76, for want of legal marriage, the fta- 
>> tute eftablifhing the Liturgy not being re- 
>> pealed:” and having fo done, he paid down 
five pounds to the churchwardens of the pa-~ 
rifh, as the fine or forfeiture for ufing any 
other form of marriage than that in the Dz- 
rectory. See Hey Lin’s Examen Hiftoricunt, 
p: 364.—Grey Hup. vol.i. p, 177, n. 

By this we may perceive, that they did 
not attempt the zsva/idation of marriages, be- 
caufe not folemnized according to a-particu- 
lar farm or ceremony. 


In 
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In the above, there was an 606600 6 
taken of the 0/0/7 contrac? ; and, by placing it 
in the hands of the 0/0// magiffrate, it was 16- 
{tored to its ancient and proper jurifdiction. 


Viol’. Ui. .271-כ‎ 


I mentioned vol. i. p. 79. 2d edit. n. this 
third volume, in which 1 faid it would ap- 
pear, that the ** making marriage under the 
τ New Teftament different from what it was 
‘‘under the Old Teftament, is true genuine 
>> Popery.” —I appeal to the above fentiment, 
or rather dogma, for the fulfilment of what 
the reader was to expect. 

In this there are three propofitions, every 
one of which is a downright fal/hood — 
1. ** That marriage is a facrament” of the New 
Teftament. 2. ** That it was inftituted by 
““Curist.” 3. * That it is appropriated 
““ to. Chriftians ;”—~and, of courfe, the whole 
difpenfation of marriage, as revealed in the 
Old Teftament, is as much antiquated and 
laid afide, as the rites of circumcifion and the 
paffover. | 

Now, how does the matter really ftand? 
It is furely evident, that the /pecific ordinance 
by which the man and woman become one flefh, 
is fet down Gen. 11. 24; and-«that the zn- 
diffolubility of the union arifes from what is 
there faid. 

Our Saviour, fo far from making. the 
1631+ alteration in this point, recites this very 
paffage — Matt. xix. 5. — and infers from it 


(v. ©.) 
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(v. 6.) the indiffolubility of the contra@, in 
order to fhew the ‘fews the unlawfulnefs and 
inefhcacy of their wanton and arbitrary 07 
vorees. 

St. Paul ftates the very fame paffage, as his 
authority for determining the abufe of the 
marriage-ordinance, in the illicit commerce 
with an 20727. 1 Cor. vi. τς, 16. 

The fame 000/26 cites alfo the fame paf- 
fage of Gen. il. 24. in order to prove what 
conititutes marriage, 10 as to render it an em- 
blem of the won between CuRrisT and his 
church. See Eph. v. 31. 

After all this plain, clear, unequivocal 
evidence, what fhall we fay to the pofition, 
that — * marriage under the New Teftament 
*> 18 different from what it was under the 
ἐς Old Teftament 27 --- We may as well fay, 
that arzthmetic has changed its calculations ; 
that among the azcient Jews two and two 
made only four, but now they make f/zy, 


Note, vol. 111. p. 275. 1. 26. 


Dr. Grey, in his edition of Hudibras, 
among many other curious and inftructive 
anecdotes, which are well worthy the reader's 
perufal, has the following: — Part 111. 
Cantoi. 1. 627, 628. n. 

*> The Emperor Leo (as my very worthy 
** and learned friend Dr. Dickins, profeflor of 
“ civil Jaw in the Univerfity of Cambridge, 
‘informs me) allowed a /eparation in the 
“ cafe of incurable madnefs. 
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>> Per conjugium, inquiunt, in corpus co- 
ierunt, oportetque membrum alterum al- 
terius morbos perpeti: & divinum precep- 
tum eft guos Deus junxerit, ne feparentur. 
Preclara quidem hec & divina, utpote 
que a Deo pronuntiata funt: verum non 
recté neque fecundum divinum propefitum 
bic in medium adferuntur: 11 enim matri- 
monium talem ftatum confervaret, qualem 
ejus in principio pronuba exhibuiilet, quil~ 
quis fepararet, improbus profecto effet, ne- 
que reprehenfionem effugeret. 

>> Jam vero cum pre furore 6ם‎ vocem 
guidam humanam ἃ muliere audias, nedum 
aliud quidquam eorum que ad oblectamen- 
tum & hilaritatem matrimonium largitur 
ab 1112 obtineat; quis adeo acerbum hor- 
rendumque matrimonium dirimere nolit ὃ 
Ea propter fancimus, &c. ut fi quando poft 
initum matrimonium, mulier in furorem 


> incidat, ad tres annos infortunium maritus 


ferat, mef{titiamque tolleret: & nifi inter 
ea temporis ab ifto malo illa liberetur, ne- 
que ad mentem redeat; tunc matrimonium 
divellatur, maritufque ab intolerabili ila 
calamitate exoneretur. Imp. Leonis No- 
vella CXI. 

5 Per Novellam Sequentem: Si maritus per 
matrimonil tempus in furorem imcidat in- 
tra quinquennium matrimonium folvi ne- 
queat : eo autem elapfo, fi. furor eum ad-~ 
huc occupet, folvi pofiit. 

** By marriage, they fay, there is a bodily 
union, and it behoveth the cne member to 
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*> bear the difeafes of the other: and it is a 
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divine precept—thofe whom God hath joined 


> together, let them not be put afunder. A 
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moft excellent and divine faying, as pro- 
nounced by Gop; but here it is not 
brought into the queftion (of divorce) 
rightly, nor according to the divine pur- 
pofe: if the matrimony remained as at the 
beginning, maintaining the fame {tate as 
when the woman was firft a 2/7/06, who- 


ever fhould /eparate, would indeed be 


wicked ; nor would they efcape reprehen- 


fion. But when, through madne/s, you can- 
not hear.from the woman even a human 
voice, nor can the hufband obtain any of 
thofe things which matrimony beftows for 
delight and comfort, who would not de- 
{troy 10 bitter and horrible a marriage ὃ 
Wherefore we ordain, &c. that if, at any 
time after the marriage, the wife falls into 
madnefs, the hufband fhall bear his mif- 
fortune and grief for three years—and, un- 
1618 the fhall be delivered, and return to 
her right mind in that time, then the mar- 


‘riage thall be diffolved, and the hufband 


releafed from fo intolerable a calamity. 
“ΤΕ the hufband falls into madne/s during 


the coyerture, the marriage cannot be 011- 


‘ folved within jive years; but, that time 


being elapfed, if the madne/s ftill ae 
him, it may he diffolved,”’ 


The Emperor feems to have carried his 


notions and allowance of abfolute d/vorce. 


farther 


Pesos 1[ 


farther than the feriptures warrant; yet on 
reafonable proof of the above facts, a /¢para- 
ration, but fo as that the man fhall {till main- 
tain and provide for the woman as his w/e, 
might furely be allowed; as alfo, that he 
might marry another, not only on account 
of madne/s, but where through other di/ea/es, 
or unavoidable caufes of /eparation, the man 
ceafes in fact to have any one end of mar- 
riage. 

The allowance of abfolute divorce on the 
madnef/s of the hufband, or other caufe of 
unavoidable /eparation from him, is a very 
different queftion, and does not appear to have 
any warrant whatfoever from Gop’s word. 
see Rom. vil. 3. 1 Cor. vil. 11. 

Here I would add another remarkable 
matter, which occurs among the canons of 
Gregory 11. and fhould have had a place be- 
fore, p. 84. but was omitted by mittake, 
though it is mentioned in Du Pin. 

“* St muher infirmitate correpta non valuerit 
> debitum viro reddere, quid ejus faciat jugalis? 
> - bonum effet fi fic permaneret: Sed quia 
** hoc magnoruns eft, ille qui fe non poterit con- 
** tinere, nubat magis: — non tamen fubfidii 
>> opem fubtrabat ab illa quam infirmitas pre- 
“ pedit, non deteftabilis culpa excludit.” 

> If a wife be feized with fome infirmity, 
“* fo that fhe be not capable of rendering the 
>> debt to the hufband, what 1100184 he do ? 
** --- 15 would be good if he remain as he is. 
“ But becaufe this is very difficult, he who 
“cannot contaim, had better marry. Not 


>+ that 
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'* that he is to withdraw the affiftance of 
** his fupport (and maintenance) from her 
** whom infirmity hinders (2. 0. as aforefaid) 
“‘even fome detefiable crime does not ex- 
“* clude this.” 

Though this be the language of a Pope of 
Rome, it is yet fo agreeable to nature, rea- 
fon, and fcripture—to the moft apparent dic- 
tates of common fenfe, and underflanding —to 
every principle of juice and eguity—and is 
fo calculated to prevent numberlefs ev7/ 
confequences, which muft flow from a con- 
ftrained, involuntary, and unnatural cebacy— 
it is as much to be /amented, that the church 
could ever alter or abrogate this canon, as it 
is to be wondered at, that there fhould be 
found a Cdriffian legiflature which has not 
adopted it. Well—perhaps—20on ut male 
nunc, 65 olim fic erit. 


To 
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T RICHARD HILL, Esa. 


My dear Sir, 


AM entirely of opinion with you, that 
religion, inttead of Jeflening our zdeas 
of friend/hip, tends to exalt them; for 
which reafon, it gives me a concern which 
I cannot exprefs, to be forced ihto a remon- 
ferance againft any conduct of your's, with 
whom it has been my honour and happinefs, 
for many, many years, to live on a footing of 
the mott difinterefted, tender, and affectionate 
friendfhip. I hope 1 fhall not forget this in 
any thing which I may fay on the prefent 
occafion. 
τς 16 is not my purpofe to write a regular an- 
{wer to your late book, intitled, the * ΒΡ 
““ fings of Polygamy, &c.” In the firft place, 
that, in general, appears to me fo completely 
done to my hands already, in the pubhcation 
which you attack, that there is little reafon 
for me to repeat the trouble; and, if you 
will read the 2004 which you cenfure, with 
more attention than you feem to have done, 
I am not without hopes, that your candour 
may lead you to be of that opinion. 
However, you muft give me leave to afk 
you, in the firft place, how far it is recon- 
cileable to thofe notions of urbanity and polite- 
ne/s, which I have fo often obferved to be 
remarkably confpicuous in Mr. 11011, to put 
any man’s mame to a work, where the gau- 
thor 
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thor has not done it himfelf?—but, more 
efpecially, where there is little other inten- 
tion, than holding forth the man and his 
work in the light in which you have been 
pleated to exhibit your old and faithful friend 
—that is to fay, in as imjurious a point of view 
as he could well be placed, fo far as relates to 
the publication which you cenfure. 

In the next place, I would obferve, that I 
cannot think it very confiftent with that 
warmth and delicacy of friendfhip, which has 
fo long fubfifted between us, to fay nothing 
to your old friend of your intention ‘to pro- 
duce fuch an attack upon him in the face of 
the public, before you fent it to the prefs:— 
Would it not have been more friendly, not to 
fay more like yourfelfas a gentleman, to have 
fhewn him the manu/cript, heard and weighed 
maturely his objections, and to have cor- 
rected the /anguage or fentiment, where you 
might have been convinced that your pew, in 
fome places, had δα Ἵν overleaped the bounds 
of that re/pec? and regard which you profefs 
for the Author in other parts of your per- 
formance? As far as I know myfelf, and can 
judge from my prefent feelings, I could not, 
on apy account, have publifhed fuch ἃ book 
againit you, without firft fhewing it to you, 
and liftening, moft attentively, to whatever 
might tend to corre&t any a/perity of expref- 
fion, or any perfonal reflection, which might 
272 you in your own mind, or injure your 
charaéter in the fight of the world. | 

It is not an enemy that bas done me this 


difbonour, 
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i &c.—As to your animadverfions on 

belyphthora, I could wifh for your own fake, 
as well as mine, that you had taken more 
time to confider them before they were pub- 
lithed, and to have reflected how far they 
agreed with the fubjects of them in point of 
accuracy. For inftance—you certainly at- 
tempt to charge the author “ with recom- 
“mending an idifcrimimate and unlimited 
<< practice of polygamy, and wanting a /aw 
>> to eftablith 16."--- 11118, though not the 
very words, is yet the undoubted /ubfance of 
your accufation on the point, as it may be 
fairly deduced from your book.—How is this 
confiftent with the following paflage, viz. 

*> As to Polygamy—which is certainly one 
> fink in the chain of Gon’s difpenfations, 
“45. fo abfolutely neceflary to prevent, in 
** many cafes, the defertion and proftitution 
““ of women, as well as to preferve men from 
“* vice and profligacy, under vatious circum- 
“‘ftances of unavoidable difficulties and 
*> temptations, which zeceffary feparation 
*> may render them liable to (fee before, 
* vol. i. p. 181—2) the caufes of which 
** may fall fhort of being grounds for utter 
** divorce—it is, contidered in it/e/f; one of 
>> the μη things which a man fhould think 
*> of, who withes and aims at the happinefs 
** of a domettic life. The weight and bur- 
** den of a double family, the’ diftractions 
** ‘which moft probably muft be the 6066 of 
jealoufy between the women, each envying 
““ the other her fhare in the hufband’s af- 
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‘* feQions, muft be productive of difputes, 
** quarrels, and perpetual difquiet. We fee 
** this to have been the cafe even among the 
** beft of people, who were polygamifts.— 
6% What were Abrabam’s trials, which arofe 
* from his connections with Hagar ?—What 
** thofe of °facob, from the jealoufy and 
** difcontent of Leah and Rachel? So Elha- 
*> mah fuftered not a little, at the treatment 
*¢ which his favourite Hannah received from 
‘© her rival Pentnnab—and, indeed, it is fo 
ἐς much in the nature of things, that matters 
‘© fhould fall out alike in all times, where there 
5> are the fame 000/22 to produce the fame 
‘“< effects, that one fhould imagine moft men, 
>> who confulted the peace, quiet, and com- 
“ς fort of themfelves and families, would fub- 
66 (δὲ to Horace’s = 


66 Pelices ter 65 amplius 

>> Duos irrupta tenet copula; nec malis 
6% Divulfus querimoniis, 

56 Suprema citius folvet amor die. 


ἐς Thrice happy they, in pure delights, 
>> E/hom love with mutual bonds unites 3. 
«ς Unbroken by complaints or ftrife, 
“ βου to the late/t hours of life. 
> FRANEIS. 


>> It is moft readily to be allowed, that 
“4 fuch people can have nothing to do with 
>> the fubject of polygamy.” ]** Except it be 
“ς to abhor and execrate the very thought of 
6% it.” ad edit.] See The/ypé. vol. 11. 187—191. 
1 might alf refer you to p. 378, n. 
which 


"νι ἢ 


which ftands thus:—‘* Doubtlefs in this, 
τε as in all things elfe, which, however /ew- 
> ful or innocent in themfelves, may become 
«© finful by abufé or excefi, we may fay with 


6+ Horace— 


66 ER modus in rebus—funt certi denique fines, 
>> Ouos ultra citraque nequit conjiflere rectum. 


>> Some certain mean in all things may be found, 
>> ΤῸ mark our virtues, and our vices bound. 
6 FRANCIS. 


«« That polygamy is lawful in itfelf, and in 
*> many cafes expedient (See before 192—3, n.) 
ἐς ἴῃ fome duty (See vol. i. p. 297—8.) 
ἐς none can deny, who will yield to the tef- 
*> timony of the fcriptures and plain matter 
“οὗ fact. But where it is entered upon 
>> with no other view than to pamper the ap= 
>> petite, and. to indulge a /206 of variety, it 
*> degenerates into evi/; and feems to be 
“ὁ το marriage, What gluttony and drunkenne/s, 
and excets of appare/, are to food and rat- 
“ς ment—a finful, becaufe a forbidden, abufe 
of /awful and neceflary things.” 
I am much concerned, Sir, that Iam con- 
ftrained to remind you of thefe pafiages ; 
more fo, that they did not prevent the feve- 
rity of fome of your cenfures on the author, 
as a maintainer and recommender of indifcri- 
"0/0076 and unlimited polyzamy—an idea as 
much abhorred by him as by your/e/f- 
Again—you feem +0 argue, as if the author 
meant to difparage marriage-ceremony, or to 
difpute the necefity of it; though afterwards, 
indeed, you do allow, that he contends for 
ho it, 
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it.—-My dear Sir, you fay (p.124) that you will 
not difpute with me, whether ** the mere in- 
>> tercourfe of a man with a virgin conftitute 
** a marriage in the fight of Gop” —but as to 
the neceflity of ** fome folemn aé& of recog- 
nition,” (p. 125.) can you yourfelf fay more 

than is faid in the following words ὃ 
>> Now to apply what has been faid to the 
66 fubject of this chapter, it will be necef- 
5 fary for us to keep the ideas of marriage, 
“as it is a divine ordinance with refpec& to 
> Gop, andas it is a crud contract with refpe& 
“4 to the pudlic, diftin& in our minds. It is the 
* frft only which conftitutes the indiffolu- 
* ble union in Gon’s fight, but it is the /- 
*> cond which recognizes and ratifies that 
*> union in the fight of the world; and this 
is ἃ fort 01 fecurity which (as fo much de- 
*> pends upon it with refpe@ to faciety) the 
world has a right to require, confequently 
* to exact; and thofe who wilfully refufe to 
*> give it, deferve +0 .1016 every privilege 
‘Sand benefit which are annexed to it. 
56 Were the confciences of men what they 
‘< ought to be, the fear and 06 of Gop 
“4 would reign within them, and a 107166 ob- 
+6 fervance of his commandments be the 
“ὁ meafure and rule of all their dealings to- 
‘© wards Gop and each other. But in this 
>> corrupt {tate of things, this is not the 
“ὁ cafe, therefore human laws are neceflary 
>> to enforce the divine Jaw, in no inftance, 
“‘ perhaps, more neceffary than in the cafe 
>> before us. If no contract of a public nature 
** was infifted upon, but all left to the pri- 
| ** vate 
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vate agreements and determinations be- 
tween the parties, men might take women, 
and women men, and keep or put one 
another away as humour or fancy fuited ; 
the woman who was the wife of A. to- 
day, might become the wife of B. to- 
morrow; in fhort, it is impoffible to 
conceive, much more fo to expre/s, the con- 
fufion which muft enfue on fuch a plan. 
Therefore, when human laws are made to 
exact a public contract between the par- 
ties in the face of the world, which con- 
tract cannot be broken nor diffolved but 
for the one caufe which Gop’s word al- 
lows, fuch laws are in affirmance of the 
law of Gop, and therefore are righteous 
laws; and, as fuch, ought to be obeyed; 
nor have any perfons a right to that re{pect, 
and to thofe privileges, which are due to 
married perfons, who defpife fuch an or- 
dinance of man as creates a civil contract 
in the fight of the world, by way of re- 
cognition of that private contract which 
they have entered into between themfelves 
in the fight of Gop. ‘Thofe who wilfully 
live together, as man and wife, without 
this, are defervedly reckoned infamous, 
and as defervedly cut off from the benefits 
of marriage, fo far as civil fociety is con- 
cerned: therefore to difcourage, and even 
to ῥώμη, הסג‎ acondu@, is certainly with- 
in the authority of all civil government, 
nor would any government be juftified in 
not doing it, for without this, men and 

Bb 3 66 women 
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5 women would be living like the beafts of 
““the field. No fault is therefore to be 
τ ** found with our laws for enforcing the 
ublic recognition of Gop’s oT ain Bt 
Ὁ but for not enforcing it 72 all cafes, and for 
** making it wu//and voidin any, where Gop’s 
>> law hath not made it 10. Inftead of fhut- 
“‘ ting up the ecclefiaftical courts againft the 
" complaints of deferted females, or pre- 
>> venting their enforcement of that redrefs 
5 Shae Gop’s law commands, every court 
‘in Weflminfier Hall, and every magiftrate’s 
“e Aes in the kingdom, fhould be open to 
** them, and on pain of death, or at leaft of 
““ perpetual imprifonment till compliance, 
“* every man who had feduced awoman, whe- 
*¢ cher with or without a promife of marriage, 
““ fhould be obliged to wed * her publicly. 
>> Under what rite or ceremony this is done, 
«is of very little confequence, fo that it be 
+ effectual for the notoriety of the contract, 
“‘and the prevention of caufelefs divorce. 
5 That which makes the marriage before Gop 
‘fis the fame every where, that which re- 
*> cogmizes it in the fight of men, is, and 
** may be different, but all tending to one 
“‘ point, that of affording to the ftate, as 
ἐφ well as to the parties themfelves, fucha fe- 
ἐς curity for their cohabitation, as is necef- 
5 fary for the peace, good order, and wel- 
‘* fare of the whole. Something like what 
‘© 2. Curtius reports Alexander to have faid, 
6¢ when he cut the famous Gordtan knot, I 


566 Thelyph. vol. i. p. 290, 20 edit. and ἢ. 
ἐς would 


(os as 


>+ would fay on the ¢ymmg the nuptial knot, as 
** far as public ceremony is concerned—*‘ So 
«it δὲ done, no matter bow.”—Thelypbh. 
vol. 11. 70—73. 

After an attentive revifal of the above, I 
hope you will be very forry that you fo far 
forgot your/el/f, and injured your friend, as to 
tell the whole world, under your own hand— 
Ρ. 125—that ““ he explodes * every thing of 
5 this fort,” (i. 6. external marriage-ceremo- 
ay) ‘as fuperftitious prieftcraft.” 

Something akin to this may be found 
p. 140, where you quote the following paf- 
{age from the advertifement to Thelyphthora, 
ΤΠ edition.—*‘* In the eye of our municipal 
*> Jaws, women are of lefs confequence than 
*> the beafts of the field—for it is δ penal 
>> to feduce, defile, and abandon to profti- 
*> tution and ruin a thoufand women, mar- 
>> ried or unmarried, than to fteal, kill, or 
> even malicioufly to maim or wound an ox 
‘or aftheep. See 22 and 23 Car. 11. 7. 
0 7 

On this you comment thus :--" I had 
“4 like to have faid, that there is a moft pal- 
“4 pable fa/jty in this aflertion, but I will re- 
>> call the word, and inftead of μα έν we will 
ἐς read fallacy.”’-—i. 6. here is not a /ye, but 
only בג‎ 0. 

In order to make out this charge, which 
you muft permit me to call rather of the 7- 


* From this, and from other frokes of Mr. H’s very 
bafly pen, 1 am perfectly convinced, that my friend has 
{carcely one real idea of the book which he writes 


againft, 
2 ל‎ 4 liberal 
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liberal kind, far more fo than I could have 
thought you capable of towards any body, 
much lefs towards me—you afterwards cite 
only the firft fentence—* In the eye of our 
“* municipal laws women are of lefs confe- 
“* quence than the 264118 of the field.’—T his, 
as it ftands by itfelf, as an unlimited and 
univerfal propofition, you have my free 
leave to call a downright /ye, and a very 
nonfenfical one into the bargain—but why 
did you omit what follows, which fhows 
that the author means this reftrictively, in a 
certain 70/2001, which is mentioned, and ‘in 
which re/peé the propofition is certainly true? 
—i1t is more penal, malicioully to hamftring an 
ox, than to ** feduce, defile, and abandon to 
“<< proftitution and ruin a thoufand women, 
>> either married or unmarried,” for the of- 
fender in the frff cafe would be hanged; 
and if you can prove that this would be 
the fate of the /educer, &c. then I will grant 
that the law is not 4s penal towards him 
than towards the other. 

But, my dear Sir, why would you pafs over — 
in filence that farther explanation of the au- 
thor’s meaning, which muft have met you, 
vol. ii. p. 58, and fo entirely elucidates 
his fentiments on the fubject, as furely to 
leave no reafonable ground for fo seavy a 
charge as you have brought againft his /ince- 
rity?—the whole paflage alluded to runs 
thus :-- 

>> The more we examine the aw of Gop, 
“4 the more fhall we be apprized of its har- 

| ** mony 


ב 3077 ) 


** mony and confiftency with itfelf, as well 
*> as with the peace, good order, and welfare 
ἐς of human fociety; more efpecially with 
‘<< regard to its care and watchfulnefs over 
>> thofe who ftand moft in need of its pro- 
>> tection, the weaker fex; which, as matters 
ἐς are now ordered, feems of lefs value than 
>> the beafts of the field. Ifa man goes into 
‘his neighbour’s field, and wilfully mazms 
‘© or wounds his cattle, it is felony without be- 
>> nefit of clergy; but to feduce, and debauch 
>> his daughter, and then to look upon ’‘him- 
>> felf as free from all legal obligation to 
>> marry ber, is the grand privilege which 
>> he finds annexed to our repeal of the /aws 
5% of Heaven. As for the fufferer, if the be 
>> 2007, 10 that her maintenance depends upon 
>> her character, this being gone, fhe muft 
>> ftarve for want of employment, or plunge 
>> herfelf into the depths of proftitution to 
“ς get food and raiment.” I cannot perceive 
any fality or fallacy in alledging, that, in 
this refpea, the law takes more care of a 
man’s ox than of his daughter, or that it is 
lefs penal to debauch and abandon her to 
rof{titution, than to maim or wound ῥὲς σαί {ἶ. 

What occafion was there for your taiking 
of rapes, attempts to commit them, &c. and 
frealing, killing, or malicioufly wounding a wife 
or a virgin? though, by the way, a man 
might malicioufly wound either of 20/2, and 
not be liable to death, as he would in the 
cafe of the cattle—and as for the aétion for 
damages by a father, againft a man who vio- 
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able age, 1 believe, if it came out in proof, 
that the ‘* man had intercourfe with her by 
“her freeft confent,”—as you fpeak—he 
would get little more by his 00/20, than a 
very large di/] from his attorney, for which he 
might be arreffed, and fent to gaol. Befides, 
Sir, the poorer fort of people could hardly 
venture on the rifque and expence of fuch an 
action at all. I therefore ftill venture to be- 
lieve, that the JFewi/h laws—Exod. xxii. τό. 
and Deut. xxil. 28, 29—had by far more 
wifdom and 70/2/66 in them, than there is to 
be found in any other plan, which mortals 
ever 2006 contrived or 00/0 

You fay, p. 11—** I would not 26 un- 
«ς derftood to infinuate, that polygamy was 
5% ever a part of the law of Gop. On the 
>> contrary, there is no command whatever 
>> which injoins it, or even leans towards it.” 
— What think you of the Levirate, or law of 
warrying the brother's wife ?—See Bp. Burnet’s 
opinion, 7 20/20. vol.i. p. 313.—Again, what 
fay you to Exod. xxi. 16. and Deut. xxii. 
28. 29? Hear your friend M. Luther— 
<¢ Nota funt jura Mo/aica, de fratris defunct 
> uxore, & de ₪118 correpta invito patre, que 
>> cogunt plurium effe uxorum virum. And 
*‘again, in Comment in Gen. in propos, ὃς 
*> in libro de digamia epifcoporum. We find that 
“LUTHER aflerted—Polygyneciam non efile 
“© contra egem nature ; aut moralem, aut ipfam 
“ὁ feripturam facram.” See Pol. Tri. THESIS, ΧΟ. 
-—I fhould recommend it to you, not to beover 
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fond of calling either Luther or Zuinglius 
(See Thelyph. vol. 1. 406, n.) as witneffes 
for your fentiments, or honeft M. Bucerus, or 
indeed any of the chief Reformers. 

P. 13.—Prov. v. τό. relates to the children, 
fo no occafion for the Kevnicottian NOT: 
The omiffion of which is certainly not ex- 
attly of the fame kind as ** the printer, whom 
> Laud fined,” was guilty of ; fince in Prov. 
all the printed editions which I have feen, 
and among them the Complucenfian, want the 
Hebrew word for zot. 

P. τό, 17.—Inceftuous marriages would — 
ftill have been lawful, 2/ 007 expre/sly forbidden 
by God—prove that polygamy has been fo for- 
bidden. (But why muift the marriages im- 
mediately after Noab’s flood be zucefluous— 
might not all his grand-children marry their 
Jirft coufins ?) 

P. 18.—A comparifon of Numb. xv. 32, 
2 Mee. With XO. ἀπκχν, Zea XVE 98: 
 fhews the reafon of the feverity againit the 
jiick-gatherer.—The law againt lighting a 
fire on the fabbath feems only temporary, 
while they were fed miraculoufly with the 
Manna. 

P. 29.—What authority has Mr. HA. to 
fubftitute, in Exod. xxi. 8. humbled her, 
for dealt deceitfully with her.—A knowledge 
and proper regard to the Hebrew Bible would 
here have béen of ₪16 to him.—The cextual 
reading of verfe 8, in all the printed Bibles 
which I have feen (efpecially the Comp/utenfian) 
is ** who hath ort betrothed her ;” and the 
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words at the end of ver. 8. fhould have been 
rendered—znz dealing, or to deal deceitfully with 
her. 'Thefe remarks give a different view of 
the paflage.—Ver. g. ‘‘ If he have betrothed 
her (his female flave) to his fon,” is a very dif- 
ferent cafe from ** a man’s enticing a virgin 
and lying with ber.” In the former inftance, 
the man treats the maid as his property, as 
fhe truly was (for he had dought her, ver. 7a) 
but even here Gop provided a remedy, that 
_ the mafter’s fon, to whom fhe had been de- 
trothed, fhould not treat her otherwife than 
any other wzfe. If he would not be:a Au/- 
band to ber, the fhould not be a wife to him. 
Such 18 the eguztable and benign {pirit of 
Gon’s law by Mo/fes ! 

P. 30.—What think you of our Lorn’s fu- 
perfeding the judicial law of retaliation, to 
be executed by the magiftrate, by that more 
benign and evangelical fyfiem which enjoins us 
(in our private capacity) to return good for 
evil? I believe the ew of retaliation, in / 
cafes of corporal injury, (an eye for an eye, 
éc.) as well as in murder, would, in the 
event, be a moft benign and merciful law. 

P. 32, note—diretly contradicts ‘fofephus, 
who, in this cafe, is an unexceptionable 
witnefs. 

P. 37. “ Suppofe, &c. to all bis days ?°— 
What ? without evidence, either pofitive or 
circumftantial, upon the mere fay-/o of the 
woman or women? Do our laws hang men 
for rapes in the like non/enfical manner ? 

P.40.— The tyrannical authority of Sarah 

over 
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over Hagar.” —Her treatment of her was 6%- 
prefsly approved by Gop bimfe/f, Gen. xxi, 
12. though perhaps it might not be fo by a 
Bolingbroke or a Voltaire.-—Mr. 11. in his zeal 
ἀραιη polygamy, forgets that Hagar’s fon mocked 
1/2066, with whom Gop had eftablithed his 
covenant; and that Sz. Paul calls this mocking 
a perfecution, Gal. iv. 29. If Mr. 11. 3110065 to 
Hagar’s firtt flight from the re/entment of her 
miitrefs, let him advert to the foundation of 
that refentment, as mentioned Gen. xvi. 4, =. 
and it will be found a ju/f one.—Her con- 
tempt of Sarai, no doubt, produced a very 
improper conduct towards her, as appears by 
Sarai’s complaint to Abram, ver. 5. 

P: 87. Mr. 11. miftakes the cafe of Fael, 
when fhe flew Sz/era, by faying fhe acted 
under the immediate direction of God, of which 
there is no proof.—She acted as a volun- 
tary and faithful fubject of the Lraelitifh 
ftate. See Bate’s note on Jud. iv.17, who is 
the only commentator 1 know that has’ ex- 
plained this. 

Thefe curfory remarks on particular parts 
of your book, 1 fubmit to your revi/al. 
Your taking the margial reading of Lev. 
XVill.-18: as the true fenfe of the paflage— 
and your controverting the interpretation of 
Mal. ii. 15. after your acknowledgment 
that you are xo Hebr@an—when the right un- 
der{tanding of thofe texts muft depend on the 
original words—might, perhaps, as well have 
been omitted.—You rememberthe old pro- 
verb—WNe futor, 6 | 

Your free declamation, and very extraordi- 
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nary eafes zmagined on this occafion, prove 
nothing but the livelinefs of my friend, and 
that it fometimes hurries him into reflections, 
which may poffibly fall where I am fure he 
does not mean they fhould. The fyftem de- 
fended in Thelyphthora is that of the Divine 
law. 1 can meet with no fuch cafes as that 
of ** Lady A. and Sir Thomas A.”—nor as that 
of ** The humble petition of Mary, the wife 
‘© of Fobu Williams’—nor of ** women of the 
<¢ δύ, Giles’s breed, crying murders* about the 
«« ftreets,” as the confequences of 116 
fyfiem ; thefe are fallies of your vivacity— 
which might have been as well {pared, where 
the queftion before you was not merely con- 
cerning human judgment, but concerning a 
matter allowed by the ** permifion” at leaft (as 
you confefs} ‘of Gop 2/2, for many ages 
together. 3 

I could wifh you to reflect on a paffage in 
Thelyphthora, which, on this occafion, you 
will give me leave to remind you of. 

>> To argue again{t any thing, from the 
© abufe of it, is the moft unfair of all me- 
ἐς thods of refutation. There are no abfur- 
>> dities, and, indeed, no lengths of zmpiety 
** and d/a/phemy, into which, by fuch means, 
% we may not be carried. 


6 We may even difpute the wifdom and 


* Alluding to the difmal ftory of that Patient Grizzel, 
who is fuppofed ‘* to cut the throats of her hufband and 
«ς his new wife, and then her ".שק‎ P. 49.—I would 
advife my friend Mr. H. to leave off Txa, efpecially in 
an evening; it is very apt, in fome conititutions, to 
create difordered fleep and frightful dreams ; thefe leave 
impreffions on the fancy, which are not ea/ily got rid οἵ. 

‘* holineds 


] Ὁ 
holinefs of the CREATOR in making the 
human fpecies of different sexEs-—in or- 
daining the means of zvcreafing and multi~ 
plying the human race, by the union of 
the male and female—in implanting, for 
this purpofe, a defire towards each other 
—for if all this had never been, adultery, 


fornication, and whoredom, could not have 


exifted:—-Nay, we may carry the argu- 
ment fo far, as to conclude againft the 
Divine wifdom and holinefs in the creation it- 
felf; for, if this had never been, no evd/, 
either moral or natural, could have ever 
been known. See vol. i. pref. .כ‎ 
ἐς Let us go alittle farther, and we fhall 
get into /Ceptici/m—and from thence into 
atheifm—like thofe 
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who tread the high 07/0717 
>> And argue downward till they doubt of Gon. 
| > POPE. 


+ In 1536, Archbifhop Cranmer, who was 
projefing the moft effectual means for ἃ 
reformation of doctrine, moved in convoe- 
cation, that they fhould petition the King 
for leave to make a tranflation of the Bzd/e. 
But Gardiner, and all his party, oppofed 
it, both in convocation, and in fecret with 
the Kmmg. It was faid, that all the erefes, 
and extravagant opinions, which were then 
in Germany, and from thence coming over 
to England, {prang from the free πὸ of 
the Scripture: And whereas in the May 


laft year, nineteen Ho//anders were accufed 
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of fome heretical opinions, for which opi- 
nions fourteen of them were burnt in pairs, 
in feveral places; it was complained, 
that all thofe drew their damnable errors 
from the indifcreet ufe of the Scripture. 
And to offer the Bzd/e to the whole nation, 
would prove the greateft /nare that could 
be. See Burnet Hitt. Ref. vol.i. p. 195, 
fecond edit. 
66 Whoever reads with attention this ex- 
cellent and entertaining Az:fory, will fee 
what reliance. the Popih party had on this 
mode of argumentation againit the Reformers, 
their writimgs, and indeed the Reformation 
itfelf. .'The great Sir-Thomas More, in his 
writings, exercifed all his dexterity in ex- 
pofing the 27 confequences that could follow 
on the doctrine of the reformers. Ibid. 356. 
>> Affuming certain prejudices as true; 
and thence drawing conclufions, which reft 
fingly on fuch prejudices, is not only - 
fair, but is one of the meaneft and moft 
0612108216 /ophifms that error can have re- 
courfe to; it is that fort. of deceit and 
impofition,/ which ‘‘imports the mifre- 
prefentation of the qualities of things and 
actions to the common apprehenfions of 
men, abufing their minds with falfe no- 
tions; and fo, by this artifice, making 
evil pafs for good, and good for evil, in all 
the great concerns of life. Sourn’s Ser- 
mons.” —Lhelyph. vol. 11. p. 324, בת‎ 
And indeed, my dear friend, after all you 


have faid—though your 20/6 has made you 


forget 


pars 

forget your refolution, p. 8, of making “ ufe 
‘© of no other {word than that of the Spirit, 
‘© 600000 is the word of Gop”—you טסץ‎ 
feem to be a little fufpicious, that you may 
~ have gone rather foo far in your cénfures, with 
refpect to the Old Teffantent at leaft.—Thus 
you exprefs yourfelf. 

> But after all, fuppofe I cannot recoricile 
s¢ thisdifficulty to my ownapprehentfion; fup- 
> pofel am fearful of faying that polygamy was 
‘© no fin under the Od Teffament, and am alfo 
%*> fearful of afferting that Abraham, David, 
ἐς and dthers, lived and died in adultery; ftill 
> why cannot I content myfelf with what is 
*> plainly revealed, and leave it to Gop to 
ἐς clear up the juftice and equity of His own 
“ς dealings with the children of men? Secret 
ἐς things belong unto Him. Infinite wifdom 
ἐς has its own reafons for whatever it does, 
ἐς and will be accountable to none. What- 
ἐς ever be dark, this 18 certain, that Gop 
*¢ thought fit to permit polygamy under the 
> law: but permiffion does not by any means 
“4 imply approbation; nay, Gop often per- 
%> mits that which, from the very 110110606 of 
6> his nature, is his abhorrence.” ו‎ 

Here I would juft ftop to afk you, how 
far from ** implying approbation” it is, where 
an action is ** permitted,’ not merely on 
fome /pectal, particular oceafion, under fome 
extraordinary circumftances, but uniformly 
allowed, regulated by pofitrve Jaws, and openly 
practifed by the people of Gop (even the eff 
of them) through an uninterrupted fucceffion 

Vor. HI. Ce of 
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of many ages, and no where condemned, but 
in fome cates abfolutely commanded ? 

>> On the other hand, it is equally certain, 
** that Gop has thought fit to prohibit poly- 
** gamy under the Go/pel—and_ therefore, 
though permuffion may well enough accord 
*> with difapprobation, yet prohibition and 
*> approbation are fo far from agreeing, that 
*> they cannot ftand together.” 

Here my friend ends the controverfy at once, 
and has eftablifhed his point with one frroke 
of his pen. In vain have fo many great and 
learned men, fuch as Wetftein, Barbeyrac, 
Bifhop Burnet, and others, given their fuf- 
frages on the other fide of the queftion; my 
dear friend has decided it tout d'un coup. .'The 
excellent and learned Dr. Doddridge, whofe 
very name is honoured fo defervedly by all 
that remember him, and who, I believe, was 
never fufpected of Acentioufne/s, either in prin- 
ciple or practice, thus modeftly expreffes 
himfelf in his note on 1 Tim. iii. 2. 

> The husband of one wife.) Mr. Hallet 
** and Mr. Whifton both infer from hence, 
*> that /econd marriages are unlawful to the 
‘© clergy; and the Mu/covites f{uppofe, that 
one wife is fo neceflary, that no man can 
* become a 0//20/ till he be married, nor 
continue to exercife that ofice longer than 
>> his. wife fives. Perry's. Rufia, p. 230. 
But circumftances may be fo adjufted, 
*> that there may be as much reafon for a 
‘* cond marriage as for a jirft, and as little 
inconvenience may attend it. Upon the 
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ἐς whole, therefore, it feems to me 101% rea- 
ἐς fonable to believe, that (as there is 70 ex- 
6 prefs precept in the Bible, requiring a man 
>> who had feveral wives at the time of his 
*> embracing Chriftianity, to divorce or dif- 
© mifs all but one) the divine wifdom might 
«* judge that it was a proper medium between 
>> encouraging polygamy, arid too great a rir 
*> gour in condemning it, to fix fuch a brand 
“ of infamy on this irregular practice, by 
*> prohibiting any man, let his character be 
“* ever fo extraordinary, to undertake the m- 
““ nytry while he had more than one wife, | 
** and to difcourage it in thofe already con- 
“ς verted, by fuch paflages as Matt. xix. 9. 
Said WG Gra Vit. 2. 

You find heré, how cautious this learned 
and reverend man was in his exprefions.—I 
will an{wer for it, that if he had feen your 
book, he would have been grieved, if not 
Shocked, at the peremptorinefs with which you 
determine, and the Jevity, 1 had almoft faid 
profane ribaldry, with which you treat a fub- 
ject of fuch ferious importance, and vilify 
a practice which you yourfe/f acknowledge 
** Gop thought fit to permit under the law,” 
p-.88. How far does it become you, Sir, to 
treat in fo very /udicrous a ftyle, any praétice 
which the Gop that made you thought fit to 
permit ? Even {uppofing what you take upon 
you to affert as ** equally certain,” be fo—viz. 
that ‘Gop, who thought fit to permit polygamy 
“under the Jaw, prohibited it under the go/pel” 
—how far is it decent to treat the fubjeét with 
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fo much facetious raillery, and to charge it 
with horrid confequences, which you cannot 
bring a fingle inftance of from the 00, 
wherein you muff, and indeed do, confefs 
the practice of it to be recorded, under the 
permiffion of Gop himfelf? . 

Did you ever read Lord Bolingbroke’s Letters 
on the Study and Uje of Hiftory? Do you re- 
601666 what he fays upon the fubjec& of 
the ark, and on certain other parts of the 
Fewryh laws, worfbip, and economy ?2—And do 
you think him at all the more juw/ffifiable, be- 
caufe the ceremonial law—is waxed old, and 
vanifhed away ?—My friend would be one of 
the laft men upon earth to excufe the /neers of 
Mr. Voltaire upon the fews and their Jaw, by 
faying that the contents of 6 ]Π]0Π 4176 
Philofophique relate chiefly to the times of 
the O/d Teftament. 

I throw out thefe Azuts, which I hope will be 
taken as they are meant, in a frzendly view—for 
I do apprehend, that whatever can, in the moft 
diftant manner, reflect on the propriety and 
wilfdom of any of Gon’s di/penfations, are very 
unbecoming a zealous profefor, much more, 
what I fincerely believe Mr. H. to be, a 
real poffeffor of true religion. For this reafon 
I think it would have been full as decent to 
have fpared the zronical title which you have 
been pleafed to place at the 2600 of your per- 
formance, as well as the farca/in of your dedi- 
cation. 

Now, my dear Sir, you have nothing to do, 
but to produce fome one plain mark or act 
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of the ** di/approbation” which you {peak of. 
—You have the Bzb/e open before you; you 
have the hiftory of near four thoufand years ; 
you have numerous inftances of polygamous 
contracts to refer to ;—=-produce one inftance 
of the divine prohibition or difapprobation, and 
you will have the O/d Teflament on your 
fide. | 

Then turn to Rom. vii. and you will find 
the chapter begins thus—viz. 

* 1. Know ye not, brethren (for 1 fpeak 
** to them that know the law) how that’the 
*> Jaw hath dominion over a man as long as 
τε + ב‎ 

>> 2. For the woman which hath an huf- 
** band is bound by the law to her hufband 
*> fo long as he liveth; but if the hufband 
>> be dead, fhe is loofed from the law of her 
* hufband. 

*> 3. So that if, while her hufband liveth, 
*> fhe be married to another man, fhe {hall 
>> be called an adulterefs: but if her huf- 
*> band be dead, fhe 18 free from that law ; 
*> fo that fhe is no adulterefs, though fhe be 
*> married +0 another man.” 

The Apoftle, you obferve, fpeaks to them 
who knew the law—and, on the footing of 
that law, plainly and openly delivers his fen- | 
timents on the 60/2 mentioned. Now, if you 
can find as plain, as expre/s, 88 unequivocal, as 
indifputable an authority from the /aw, for 
the prohibition of polygamy on the man’s fide, | 
as in this place of the New Teftament, and 
throughout the whole Old Teftament, there 
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is on the woman’s—I promife you, and 1 
promife the 20/6, to retract all 1 have faid on 
the fubject. Otherwife, I muft freely de- 
clare, that I cannot believe the {criptures 
fhould be fo uniformly explicit on one fide, 
and fo dark and perplexed on the other, as to 
leave us to feck the meaning of the dawgiver 
out of his words (as Bi/hop Burnet fays) * by 
** the fearch of /ogic,” where a point of fuch 
infinite and eternal concern is at ftake, as 
whether any given practice or aétion is finful 
or ποΐ, and of courfe damnable. 

The Scripture, 1 Pet. 111. 8. fays—be pztz- 
jul, be courteous, Q:rncQpoves — friendly or 
friendly-minded— benign: —1\ know none of my 
acquaintance, in whom I have had occafion 
to obferve more of thefe tempers, than in my 
beloved Mr. H.; and yet his zea/ on the 
prefent occafion has hurried him into a tem- 
porary oblivion, at 161%, of thefe conftituent 
parts of his amiable character. He even goes 
10 far as to charge his friend with ‘* fw chi- 
>> canery’—this he * at firft felt bimfelf 
«© burt at’—<* but I prefently recollected,” 
fays Mr. H. ‘* that he bad been bred to the. 
*> bar—and therefore pafled it by with a 
% βαρ δις | 

Now, what is this το chicanery ? Why, 
the Author of Thelyphthora, in full confift- 
ence with the one principle which he lays 
down at the deginning, and continues through- 
out to the end, that the word adultery is ne- 
ver ufed, but where the defilement of a mar- 
ried woman is concerned—for which he 1 

the 
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the uniform and undoubted authority of the 
whole Hebrew {cripture—conftrues the yuvamea, 
woman, Matt. v. 28. in this fenfe—and this 
is done, among other reafons, for the grand 
purpofe of reprefenting fcripture as confiftent 
in all its parts. However, my dear Sir, what 
will you fay to Wetffein on the place '—He 
thus explains it—** Per yuvama autem intelli- 
“© gitur uxor alterius.’—** By the word γυ- 
>> vama—woman——the wife of another is un- 
>> derftood.” See Thelyph. vol. i. p. 122, n. 
26 edit. When your friend has fuch re- 
fpectable authorities for his interpretation of 
the text, I think he might have efcaped the 
charge of ** low chicanery,” and avery liberal, 
learned, and honourable profefion, have avoided 

a very fevere and indifcriminate 061076. ἡ 
The mention of Wet/fem, who was certain- 
ly the moft learned, laborious, and’ accurate 
editor of the Greek Teffament that ever lived, 
reminds me of another part of your critique, 
I mean that on the word #aayyv—another—in 
Matt. xix. 9, which I fay, .כ‎ 385, * may be 
““ conftrued in the fenfe of αἀλλοτριὰν yuvama” 
—for this 1 appeal to that great man’s com- 
ment on Matt. xix. 9. His words are— 
** Αλλην i.e. Adaotpay ab alio ttidem viro repu- 
** diatam—vel ab illo divertentem ut HERopDIAS 
56 & SALOME.” Another] that is, ano- 
‘© ther man's wife, who has been repudiated by 
** him, or who has /ef¢ her hufband; as did 
* Heropias and SALomME.”—Had you at- 
tended to what follows in Wetffein’s note on 
Mark x, 11. p. 387, 391, 392, and carefully | 
Cc4 and 
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and deliberately weighed the matter, perhaps 
you would have treated your friend with ra- 
ther more re/pec than you have done on this 
occafion.——But if you was not of opinion with 
him on the interpretation of the word daayy, 
how comes it that you pafs over in filence 
his explanation of the wayara:? Is it quite 
fair, my dear Sir, to take one argument, con- 
demn it, and fo condemn the author, without 
noticing another moft material fupport of his 
opinion? and, when Wetfein’s authority lay 
before your eyes, to charge the author as 
>> taking the liberty to change the word ἀλλὴν 
‘¢ for adaotpiay ? 7 

You tell us in your Poftfcript, that ‘ the 
** treatife had been publithed full half a year 
‘* before you could perfuade your felf to read it.” 
Your book is dated Jan. 15, 1781. Now the 
treatife was publifhed the beginning of ‘fune 
(a few days before the riots) fo that, “full 
*> half a year” brings it to pretty near the 
date of your 400k — This accounts for the 
hafte in which you wrote, and 22/5, for many 
paflages in your 2006, which I am fure you 
would have expunged, had you taken a longer 
time, either to confider the ¢reatife you was 
oppofing, the friend/bip of the perfon you was 
writing to, or that 2000/0006 with the 
fweeine/s and benignity of your own difpof- 
tion, which occurs here and there throughout 
your ** affectionate addrefs.” 

I cannot help alfo thinking, that, for that 
«full half a year,” how hard your prejudices 
muft be at work — they appeared pretty 

clearly 
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clearly in your letter of February 2, 
before you had feen a kne of the perform- 
ance; and when you could ** perfiade your- 
>> felf to read it,” did not your prejudices in- 
cline you to wifh that they might rather be 
juftified than removed ?—Afk yourfelf this que/- 
tion —It may not be quite impoffible (if I 
may judge from fome parts of your book) that 
the Aonefty of your Seart will anfwer you very 
faithfully in the afirmative.— This is but 
human nature. On this principle I can ac- 
count for your reprefentation of our Lorp’s 
intention, in his conduct towards the woman 
taken in adultery. {John viii. 1, &c.) * It ape 
“4 pears clear to me,” fays my friend, “ὁ τῇδξ, 
“ under the gofpel, he, indirectly at 16315, pro- 
>> hibited that either party, in fuch cafe, 
>> fhould fuffer death, either by ftoning or 
*> otherwife, as they were to do by the fe- 
“© verity of the Fewi/h law.” 

I think you may fairly be underftood to 
mean by this, that Curistr repealed the 
judicial law of Gop, fo often repeated, againft 
adultery. If fo, how are we to conceive of 
His coming not to deftroy the law, but to fulfil it 8 
Matt. v.17. Howof His declaration—that 
not a jot or tittle fhould pafs from the law, till 
aut be fulfilled—Matt. v. 18? —TI own I cannot 
help underftanding thefe folemn affertions 
as totally inconfiftent with an indirect, as 
with a direct, repeal of the law. 

The Pharifees, no doubt, brought this wo- 
man to oUR Lorp, with a moft malicious 


and 
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and wicked intent — to tempt Him, that they 
might have to accufe Him. ver. 6. 1. δ. either as 
an enemy to Cejar, as taking upon Himfelf 
to exercife a judicial power independent of 
the authority of the Roman government, if 
He ordered the woman to be itoned to death; 
or, if He did not, to incenfe the people 
againft Him as ἃ favourer of fin, and as an 
enemy to the law 01 Mofes. 

The manner in which our Lorp avoided 
the /nare, and the way which He took to get 
rid of His malicious enemies, can never be 
fufficiently admired for their wifdom and 
= prudence (fee ver. 7—g.) any more than we 
can exprefs, or even conceive, the tendernefs 
and compatiion with which He looked on the 
poor finner, who calls Him Lorp (ver. 11.) 
and receives her pardon from His gracious 
lips. ‘Thus have we left us on record, my 
dear Sir, one inftance, among many others, 
of that free and condefcending grace, which 
is the only 2006 of guilty creatures like’ our- 
felves. 

But what has this to do with a repeal of 
the Jaw of Gop againft adultery? If CuRistT 
could repeal or change one judicial precept 
of the moral law, He certainly could alter 
any other ;—but as my dear frzend has no in- 
clination, I am very certain, to ftir a fingle 
ftep towards Socinus, I will fay no more on 
the fubject. 

You fay, after mentioning (p. 135.) Matt. 
ν. 28 — and .אנא‎ 9 —‘‘ In both thefe in- 
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** ftances you 10106 that 0 woman muft mean 
ἐξ ב‎ married woman only, becaufe otherwife 
** polygamy cannot ftand.” 

Your afferting this as the author’s reafon 
for his interpretation of the word woman, in 
the ¢exts above alluded to, is another proof, 
either of the 4afe in which you wrote, or of 
the prejudice with which you red; other- 
wife you muft have adverfed to a reafon of a 
much more important nature, viz.—that of 
exempting CurisT from declaring 3 0 
in the face of the whole Sewz/h nation, and 
this as deduced from the law of Mofes, with- 
eut any other foundation for what He faid, 
than ufing the word adultery in a fenfe in 
which it never once occurs throughout the 
whole Hebrew fcripture, This I do acknow- 
ledge to be faid “‘again, and agai, and again” 
in Thelyphthora; and yet this reafon is over- 
dooked, and another /ubfituted, which is of 
my friend’s own invention. 

My friend has fallen under a miftake, 
which 1 find has been the cafe with many ; 
that is to fay, ** that, on the principles of 
>> Thelyphthora, there is no fuch thing as 
>> fornication or whoredom; confequently, that 
>> fuch a character as an whore or an harlot. 
*> cannot exift, but every woman who goes 
*> frem one man to another is an adultere/s, 
** always remaining the property of the / 
** man that humbled her.” p. 84. 

In anfwer to which, I fay—what you own 
you ** will not difpute with me” —that the ** in- 
** 167000716 of a virgin with a man conttitutes a 
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** marriage in the fight of Gop,” becaufe it is 
written, they fhall be one 0/0 ;—and our Sa- 
viour, from this, concludes—that what Gop 
hath joined together, no man fhall put afunder. 

But I farther fay,.that if this woman 
departs from this fir/ff man to another, the 
bond with the fff is totally vacated by 
her act of adultery ; fo that the ff? man is 
totally releafed from her. If afterwards the 
goes from man to man, and fells or gives her 
favours promifcuoufly to all alike, fhe is 
everybody's and nobody's: no man can lay any 
claim to her, or look upon her as his pro- 
perty, or be injured, as a grven, appropriated 
hufband might be, by her infidelity. She is, 
in fhort, nulhus inter bona, and is an whore, 
harlot, or proftitute, in the true fenfe of thofe 
words. 

I really feel Lurt and 2/20/2000 at your ftric- 
tures on the ftory of Fudah and Tamar, p. 85. 
You had juft written down the very words of 
Gen. xxxvill. 24, where ** they who told “fudab 
>> that fhe was with child by whoredom’ call her 
his daughter-in-law—how [0 ?—why, the had 
been married to two of Fudah’s fons, Er and 
Onan, fucceflively, under the cuffom of the 
Levirate ; (which was afterwards enacted into 
alaw, Deut. xxv. 5.) the remarkable deaths of 
thefe, muft be too notorious not to be known 
among the men of the place—{ee ver. 21, 22— 
as alfo, that the widow of the 0000/20 devol- 
ved on 526/22, the furviving brother, and, of 
courfe, that fhe was engaged to him (Comp. 


ver. 11, 14.) fo that Lamar mutt, by vane 
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| did, appear inthe light ofadetrothed woman who 
had gone aftray, and liable to fuffer as an adu/- 
terefs; for, in confideration of law, fhe was a 
man’s wife. (Comp. Deut. ΧΧΙΙ. 23» 24.) How 
is it ny friend could, with his Bzd/e open before 
him, take no notice of Tamar’s real fituation, as 
engaged to Shelah—reprefent her on the foot- 
ing of a woman that had no hushand—and then 
call this “44 fact ftanding on record, as full 
** proof” of what he advances on the fubject 
of jingle women? It may be faid of my 
friend—Quod vult valde vult.——N. B. Try 
what you can make of the muid that is mot be- 
trothed—Exod. xxii. 16.—and 01 the dam/e/— 
Deut. xxii. 28.—Are thefe ftigmatized as 
qwhores ? 
Youdo me juttice, when you fay, that I only 
“« defend polygamy in tome rare inftances.”— 
But how can it be defended in thofe rare in- 
fiances, if it be againft the Jaw of Gop? 
Therefore, the purpofe of Thelyphthora, 0 
far as it relates to the fubject, is to prove its 
lowfulnefs, that, in thofe rare inflances, it may 
be fought to, as a remedy again{t the mani- 
feft evils which accrue from an indifcriminate 
and fetal prohibition of it; which I deny 
to be warranted from Gonp’s word, and is no 
better than the effect of men’s taking the 
whole ceconomy, relative to the commerce of 
tba fess out of Gop’s hands into their own, 
and of that fal/e policy, fo defervedly and ably 
cenfured by the Marquis of Beccaria, in his 
chapter on falfe notions of utility. —See Thelyph. 
vol. 11. 424, Ὡς 
‘The 
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The laft fheet of this volume was fent me 
to revife, when I received your book: I 
ftop the pre/s for the infertion of this Letter 
to you; which muft account for my hatte in 
writing, and for my not being more me- 
thodical and accurate in following you 
through your publication. 

My full determination is, to enter in- 
to no frefh controverfy with any body. I 
fhall read what may be written, and thank- 
fully adopt into any future edition of The- 
lyphthora, fach ufeful Aimts as either my 
friends or enemies may occafionally throw 
out. 

My dear Sir, I now take my leave, with 
affuring you, that I remain your affectionate 
and faithful (tho’ I am forry I muft add, on 
this occafion, your highly -injured) 


Friend and fervant, 


‘March 26, 7 
1781. | The Author. 
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YOU will pleafe to obferve, that the 
references and quotations from Thelyphthora, 
in this Letter, are from the firft edition ; as 
you do not appear to me to have feen the 
fecond. | 
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I fhould have noticed the gueffion, which 
you have fo often repeated — «« Why write 
>> Thelyphthora ? cui bono* fcribere 27 --1 an- 
{wer —pro bono publico—To check the over- 
flowings of adiitery and proftitution—to efta- 
blith the means of doing this on the 4a/s of the 
divine law —to fet forth that law, as revealed 
in the Bi/e—to contend for its wifdom, bol- 
nefs, purity, and juftice—to thew how the 
_refponfibility which that Jaw eftablifhes be- 
tween the /educer and the feduced, would tend 
to curb the /icentioufnefs of what is called 
gallantry, and, of courfe, to prevent the ruz 
of women, with all its fearful appendages— 
to affert that unrivalled fovereignty, and uncon- 
troulable fupremacy of JeEHovan, which mor- 
tals have dared to difpute with Him for fo 
many ages, by fetting afide His /aws relative 
to the commerce of the fexes, and fubftituting 
their own zzventions—to point out, from de- 
duétions drawn from undeniable fads, and 
from the moft inconteftible proofs, the 227. 
| chiefs of that zrrefponfibility of MEN to wo- 
MEN, and of WoMEN to MEN, in in/lances of 
the moft zuportant concern to BoTH, but 
more efpecially to the weaker fex—to recom- 
mend it to the /egi/lature to take thefe mat- 
ters ferioufly under their confideration, and, 
being thus apprized of the mifchief and its 
remedy, 1£ times, circumftances, and the fitua- 
tion of things will not enable them to adopt 


the whole of the plan propofed, yet to adopt 


ἘΝ, Β, This is not my Latin. 
AS 
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as much of it as fhall be found praficable.— 
That fomething ought to be done, none can 
DENY.— 116-2004 which you cenfure, has 
endeavoured to point out what may be done 
— and it mutt be left to the wi/dom, Auma- 
nity, and difcretion of the powers that are in 
this Cérifiian land, to determine what /ball 

be done. : 
Though I am at prefent fo circumftanced 
as not to be able to add any more, yet, my 
Jriend, you will probably find, that fordear- 
ance 1s no acquittance; and on a future 0000- 
fron, your explanation of 1 Cor. vil. 1--10. or 
(as you exprefs yourfelf) your—*‘ affront put 
*> תס‎ the clear and plain language of the 
“4 apoftle, where every word carries with 6 
“4 perfpicuity and conviction” (which, by the 
way, is faying a good deal, ona paflage of 
{cripture which, from the different interpre-= 
tations it has received from commentators, 
feems to be one of the moft dar& and dificult 
parts of St. Paul’s writings, efpecially as we 
are not pofiefied of the /e¢fer written to him by 
the Corinthians) may probably meet with dueob= 
fervation. The confidence with which you treat 
this /cripture, as you do others, fingly on your 
own authority, without calling in aid or 
quoting a fingle commentator, biftorian, or 
other author, to juttify your peremptory deter- 
minations on the fenfe of words—wherein 
you contradict fome of the greateft, bef, and 
moft /earned men that ever lived—fhews how 
far your zea/ has outrun your di/cretion, and 
9 
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the impetuofity of your zmagination, the fo- 
ber dictates of due confideration and reflec- 
£10n. 

The light in which I fhall find myfelf 
obliged, in juftice to the 22/26 (to fay nothing 
of Thelyphthora) to place you, as a critic and a 
philologijt, will hardly be more difagreeable to 
yourfelf than to the author—but be it re- 
membered, Sir, that, happen what may, you 
have nobody to thank for it but yourfelf.— 
I heartily with, that the ** μηδ᾽ which you 
exprefs (p. 148.) ** of the deficiency of your 
“© own abilities’ (at leaft fo far as a contro- 
verfy which depends on the knowledge of 
the original {criptures is concerned) had. been 
as REAL as you profefs it to טסץ---06‎ would 
then have left it to others to attack your own 
friend, while you had been following the 
apofile’s advice (1 1260. iv. 11.) Study to be 
gutet. 

I think the caricaTuRAs which you have 
imagined for the fair /ex, in the frange ftories 
which you have smvented, and exhibited for 
the entertainment and edification of your readers, 
(the wit of every one of which contains a 
very ftrong /farcafim on the Mofaic law) repre- 
fent the fadies in fuch a light of vengeance and 
affafination, and, in short, as fuch a fet of Fu- 
RIES, as to outdo, if 20111016, the three famed 
daughters of AcuERon and Nox :—thefe 
tormented other people, but your's even hang 
them/ée/ves into the bargain.—However, put 
fome /nakes on their heads in your next edi- 

Vou. ΠΕ Dd tion, 
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tion, and then they may pafs for the lineal 
defcendents of ALEcCToO, MeG RA, and Tisi- 


PHONE. I marvel not that my friend has 
{till to complain with Horace, 


MARTIIS COELEBS QUID AGAM CALENDIS? 


N. B. I did not receive your 0004, till | 
Fripay, Marcu 23d. | 
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